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SLAVERY    IN    THE    DISTRICT    OF    CO- 
LUMBIA. 


CONGRESS  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 
In  thk  House  of  Repre.sentative.s, 

February  8,  1836. 
Resolved,  That  all  the  memorials  which  have 
been  offered,  or  may  hereafter  be  presented  to  this 
House,  praying  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the 
Distric!  of  Columbia;  and,  also,  tiie  resolutions 
offered  by  an  honorable  member  from  Maine,  (Mr. 
Jarvis,)  with  the  amendment  thereto  proposed  by  an 
honorable  member  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Wise);  to- 
gether with  every  other  paper  or  proposition 'that 
may  be  submitted  in  relation  to  the  subject,  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee,  with  instructions  to 
report  : 

That  Congress  possesses  no  constitutional  au- 
thority to  mterfere,  in  any  way,  with  the  msiituHon 
of  slavery  m  any  of  the  States  of  this  Confederacy 
and  '  ' 

That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  Con^-ress 
ought  not  to  interlere,  in  any  wav,  with  slavery  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  because  it  would  be  a 
violation  of  public  faith,  unwise,  imnolitic  and 
dangeroListo  the  Union.  A.ssigning.nich  reasons  for 
these  conclusions  as,  in  the  jud?meni  of  the  com- 
raiUee,  may  be  best  calculated  to  enlighten  the  pub- 
lic mmd,  to  allay  excitement,  to  repress  agination 
to  secure  and  maintain  the  just  rights  of  the  slax'e- 
holding  States,  and  of  the  people  of  this  District 
and  to  restore  hannony  and  tranquilUty  amono-  the 
various  sections  of  this  Union.  "  ° 

Mr.  PiNcicNEY  of  South  Carolina 
Mr.  Hamer  of  Ohio,  ' 

Mr.  Pierce  of  New  Plampshire, 
Mr.  Hardin  of  I{;<>ntuckv, 
Mr.  Jarvis  of  Maine. 
Mr.  Ov/ENs  of  Georgia, 
Mr.  Muhlenberg  of  Pennsylvania 
Mr.  Dromgoole  cf  Virginia,  and 
Mr.  TuRRuj.,  of  Nev>f  York, 
were  appointed  a  committee  in  pursuance  of  the 
resoluii-jn. 

Attest :       W.  S.  FRANKLIN,  Ckrk. 

PT^PORT  OF   MR.  PINCKNEY. 

TTi^  Fd:ct  Com.Niiftcc,appun!!ci!  vndcr  iUe  folio v-h'^r 

fe^olv'  ,.,i  nf  the  muK  of  Rrprcseniatices  nf  ike 

UvUj:'  st^J-s,  of  Ihr  mfof  Fchrucry,  1836,"^'/:.- 

Kcoolved,    Thau   nil  the  memorials  which  have 

been  iiiJered,  or  may  hereafter  he  presnied  to  this 

T^^^nse,'pra,,m.-^for  the  abolUion  of  slavery  in  the 

jhs^ruj  of  CoMmbia;  and  also  the  resolutions 

i-'jlcred  by  an.  honorahle  member  froi7i  Maine  (Mr 

Jarvi\)  <.'.'tM-iAiLiLmziiLtLa^Liiiii^i-.>i-^—    ' 


honorable  member  from   Virginia  {Mr.  Wise); 
gether  with  every  other  paper  or  proposition  \\ 
viay  be  submitted  in  relation  to  this  subject,  be  I 
fcrred  to  a  Select  Committee,  with  instructions 
report  :^  That  Coiip-ess  possesses  no  constiiuliu 
authority  to  interfere,  in  any  way,  vnth  the  vn.\ 
tutioyi  of  slavery  in  any  of  the  States  of  this  C,\ 
fedcracy  ;  and  that,  in  'the  opvnion  of  this  Hou\ 
Congress  ought  not  to  interfere,  in  aiiy  leay,  ic 
slavery  in  Uio   District  of  Colvrabia',  bcc'r/'i'rc 
would  be  a  violation  of  the  public  faith,  a,.,'-; 
impolitic,  and  dangerous  to  the  Union:  assi--/ii 
such  reasons  for  these  conclusions  as,  in  tJie  "jud 
ment  of  the  committee,  may  be  best  calculated  to  e 
lighten  the  public  mind,  to  allay  excitement 
repress  agitation,  to  secure  and  inavnlain  the'j! . 
rights  oftlie  slaveholding  States,  and  of  the  peoj 
of  this  District,  and  to  restore  harmony  and  tm 
quillily    amongst    the   various    secfivns   of   //, 
Union f  respscifully  sulrmit  tlw  folUnmig' r-po\ 
in  which  they  have  unanimously  concurred.  : 
^The  subject  referred  is  one  of  grave   impo 
Your  coinmiitee  approach  it  with  a  deep  sense  i 
its  magnitude  and  absorbing  interest.     They  h.-n 
long  considered  the  movements  in  relation  to  lit 
matter  as  fraught  v/ith  incalculable  evils,  not  on) 
to  the  slaveiiolding  States,  but  to  every  portion  i 
our  common  country.     They  rejoice,  therefore  th- 
the  great  body  of  the  people  of  ihe  non-slaveholi  i 
mg^  States  have  come  forward,  as  they  have  don< 
in  the  true  spirit  of  American  pa.'rio.isni,  to  sustai 
iheir  constiiutional  obligations  to  thei-'  Soui'h'or' 
brethern,  and  to  arrest  the  disturbaweof  ihe  publi 
peace      They  rejoice  pai  ticularly,  txVat  i he  Ff  derd 
Legislature,  acting  under  a  deep  sens-e  of  its  rd 
sponsibiliiy  to  the  nation,  has  also  interposed  it' 
warning  voice,  and  given  a  solemn  expression  o 
Its  judgment  upon  this  exciting  subjeci;  and  the' 
feel  assured,  that  as  the  Representatives  have  re 
sponded  to  the  people,  so  the  people  will  firmlv  an<  i 
patriotically  sustain   the  position   now   taken    ]n\ 
liieii'  Representatives.  • 

As  moderation  is  essential  to  the  di^coverv  o 
truth,  your  committee  will  carefully  abstcnn  (Vonl 
every  thing  that  may  cau^e  oflence.  or  inflame  e^ 
cjtemenr,  in  anv  section  of  the  Union.  Eut  whik 
they  would  make  every  allowance  for  the  motive- 
of  mdiviauals,  where  the  objects  contemplated  are 
utterly  destrncUve  to  society,  they  cannot  too  strong 
l.y  express  their  condemnation  of  the  conduct  of  thf 
abolitionists,  and  their  utter  abhorrence  of  the  con. 

bly  lead      They  feel  assured  that  no  man,  or  set  ol 
men,  will  be  permitted  to  put  the  country  and  the. 
Government  at  defipn^o  ;„,  v,.,, _      ^  "*J 


■rent  States  into  collision,  and  o  overihiow  tl  e 
lie  system  of  civil  society  itselt,  m  the  sla\c- 
lin-  ponions  of  the  Union.  Your  committee 
fcthatthe  strength  of  the  agitators  has  been 
fllV  exaggerated,  by  themselves  and  others;  bi 
[Sfer  their  number-be  small  or  g'-^^^> 'hfre  can 
L  doubt  that  they  have  done,  an\^5<^  ^o  ng  m- 
tulable  evil ;  and  every  true  patriot  mus  be 
Ire  t  al  a  crisis  has  no^v  arrived  in  the  polilica 
t  Uioi  ol  the  country,  in  which  neutrality  would 
J  Ym  nnl  and  in  which  he  must  determine  be- 
tenr  sup?  esSon  of  abolition,  and  the  deslmc 
Vofthe  Un.on,  and  take  his  stand  accordingly, 
lor  airainst  his  country.  ,      .,  •_  fV,nf 

tour  committee  have  learned  with  surprise,  that 
I  referrenceof  this  subject  lias  cW  diss  as 
Ition  in  certain  portions  ot  the  South      W  ult 
iv  deeply  regret    tlus   circumstance,  they    beg 
■Je  oTemark,  that  it  is  not  only  abundantly  jus- 
ed  by  precedent,  but  iu  entire  accordance  wUh 
I   isiabUshed  usage  and  invariable  policy,  m  re- 
on  o  ma  ta-^^^^   tl^^^  character;  memorials  pray- 
fo     he  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  States,  or  m 
I  Dis  net   of  Columbia,    having    always    been 
I  her  referred  or  laid  upon  the  table.     On  tliepe- 
iS  occas  in,  the  subject  was  referred  for  the  ex- 
Ksmupose  of  having  a  report  "[•alculated  to  sus- 
Ifn  the  iSstri-htsof  the  skiyeholdmg  States,  and 
I    1  i^piople  of  this  District,  and  "by  allaymg  ex- 
Lmeit    and  repressing   agitation,  to  insuie    he 
mr  epose  and  permanem  tranquillity  of  the 
,      rv      Tlic  Houie  was  unvviUmg,  on  the  one 
|5e' to  invade  what  was  believed  to  be  the  right  of 
Itition    [aright  equally  dear  to  every  portion  oi 
hrieople  and  which,  it  ,s  thought,  could  not  haie 
lin  de&  m  this  instance,  without  esrabl.stnng  a 
l^cientat  least  as  hazardous  to  the  South,  as  to 
Inv  n  her  section  of  the  Union   ;  and  it  was  desir- 
h      n  the  other,  to  accomplish  for  the   South, 
I  hat  could  not  have  been  etiected  by  refusing  to 
receve  the  memorials,  the  union  of  an  overwhelm- 
li'i  a-o  itv    in    a  solenm  and  determined  stand 
4    s'  the 'views  and  objects  of  the  appl.cants 
K    ';    he  denial  ot  the  right    of  petition  could 
I'i  produced  none  other  than  the  most  mischiev- 
Ims  effecti  your  committee  are  thoroughly  sat.shed 
hat  the  course  adopied  by  the  House  will  produce 
I     ^;      nf  lublic  opinion   and  feeling  m  the  non- 
I',''   f  ?Urs  veVeminently  favorable  to  the  con- 
SS^" -"i'-esL  of  til.  slaveholdmg 

r'SriSoJ;^^"-'er  which    your    committee 

Leleap  tinted, naunally  divides  use  f  into  se.-era 

Sianehes  or  propositions,  each  ot  which  shall  b. 

I^^^S-^h-Su^Sto  report,  in  the  firs.place- 

Tl^  Con-ress  possesses  no  constitutiMial  autho- 

I    •.         iWere  in  any  way  with  the  institm.on  ot 

nty  tu  '"^^'^^^'^^f  'i\vp-o;a,es  of  this  Confederacy. 

I^^^Yoiu'  ciStteV  will  merely  allude  to  this  pro- 

1  .oX    .1    iu  obedience tothe  express  direction  gn-en 

'  5^  n  1  y  the  House,  and  not  for  '  '^  F;«-P-^  "f;"; 

■       ;.,•,^  inv  argument  respectuig  it.     Unques- 

terms^^nu)  any  ai   lime     ^^^^  ^^  constitutional 

lioiuu>ly,it  there  IS  anj^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^.^^^  ^^^^^^ 

^'■3r\Sed  beyond  all  possible  dispute  or 
con  oSer^?  i  is  that\he  institution  of  slavery,  as 
it  exists  m  he  States  of  this  Confederacy,  .s  muni- 
1  Lt  national  and  that  it  belongs  exclusively 
tcftteSte  aTdcarionly  be  atfected  by  State  le- 
to  tlie  ^'^'-''^-  '  ^,^.,.„p  ,o  regulate  or  act  upon  it,  is 
-^^^^"^c  ^rJ;rpowers  of  the  States:  ^  power 


which  was  not  only  not  given,  nor  ever  mtended  to 
Je-iven  by  the  framers  of  the  constitution,  tothe 
General  Government,  but  which  the  States  express- 
Iv  and  carefully  guarded  and  retamed  to  them- 
selves    by       at    Lendment  of  that  instrument, 
amcie  U )  in  whicli  it  is  declared,  that  '-all  powers 
mt  dde-ated   by  the   constituiion  to  the  Umled 
States  no>  prohibited  by  it  to  the  States,  are  re- 
Sned  to  thi  States  respectively,  or  to  the  peop  e. 
The  subject  of  slavery  m  the  States,  then,  is  not  an 
openqu  Snormatt'er  of  debate.     The  lact  thai 
Confess  possesses  no  authority  whatever   o  legis- 
late   respecting    It,  is    one  that   can  neither   be 
^renihened  by  argument,  nor  made  clearer  by 
dSussS     Ail  your  committee  consider  it  most 
fortunate  Ibr  the  pea^e  ot  ^^e  country     hat  iM^^ 
He  is  indeed  but  little  acquamied  with  t..L  liuman 
heaJ    and  has  derived  but  little  advantage  Irom  the 
lessons  of  history,  who  can  imagine  lor  a  moment, 
nrino\  sanv\'hing  of  the  general  character,  or 
CO  'iders  the  political  and  physical  strength  of  the 
neople  of  the  South,  that  even  if  the  power  of  legis- 
ation  on  this  subject  had  been,  express  yconferi^ed 
I  on  Cbn^n-ess  bv  the  consuiuiion,  it  could  be  exer- 
asedalanst  the  consent  of  ^he  States  interest^ 
S  tlout  the  certainty  of  civil  war  and  the  probable 
iiSu  ion  of  the  Union.     The  declaration,  how- 
ever, which  the  House  has  so  solemnly  aticl  disc.- 
sively  made  upon  this  pumi,  camioi  i^i  ,  a.  you 
•Sittee  beliive,  to  produce  'l-.^lr  emS 
results.     As  the  abolitionists  ca'  e  little  lor  eraanci 
naii(  n  in  the  District,  except  as  the  percursor  ot  a 
f^    inoi  extended  and  general  scheme,  the  pre- 
lim ition  is,  that  haying  now  no  PO-^^^f  .^ope jl 
'  Governmental  interference  with   the   Stages,  and 
S  no-  themorethan  probable  consequences  of  the 
exercise  of  sucli  a  power,  if  it  were  possessed,  they 
will  discontinue  their  machinations  in  lelation    o 
Te  District-  a  consummation  devoutly  to  be  w  sh- 
ed by  e  X' patriot,  m  every  sectmn  of  the  Union. 
Butbe  the  issue  what  it  may,  the  House  oi  Re- 
^eSatives  has    done  hs  ^^  ^^^^ 
solemn  declaration  upon  reci-rd      It  is  not  out)  pe 
culia  dy   proper  in  Uself,  considering  the  present 
'  state  of  the  abolition  question,  bm,  if  any  ]ustifica- 
n.m  were  necessary,  it  is  amply  jusnhed  by  prece- 
dent     In  1790,(and  from  that  peiiodtothe  present 
fte  aboUtionists  have   steadily  aimed   at  general 
emancipation)  seve.al  petitions,   praying  lor  the 
abcdSof  slavery  in  lite  States,  having  been  pre- 
sente     aiHl  referred,  the  House  Imally  adopted  a 
resi?  tion,  amongst  others,  m  which  it  ^j^;'n""nced 
tothepetiionersrand  to  the  country,  '  that  Con- 
'^S:iLs  no  authority  to  inteilereniaiee^^^^ 


oTpss  has  no  autnornv   ^^  mi^..^.^-  —  ■ . 

m  Km  of  slaves,  or  in  the  treatment  ot  them  m  any 

S     "sates,  iL  remaining  with  ihe  several  States 

ahne  to  provide  any   regulalions  therein,  which 

hu  unnity  or  policy  may  require.''    Upon  the  whole, 

y  mmiHee   consider    the    instruction   giveu 

Km  by  Ihe  House  upon  tlus  point,  rather  as  a  de- 

sve  expression  of  a  great  fandauiental  principle 

,  tcmisSitional  law,  than  as  a  call  upon  them  to 

sisS  a  c  uestionable  positiom    They  are  aM-are 

a    some  members  voted  agamst. the  instruction 

pen  this  point,  under  the  impressjon  ihat,  whdst 

EprincuW  asserted  isunquestionable  in  itselt,  its 

Lssert  on  by  the  House,  in  this  ioim,  migh  seeralo 

S  Iv  donbV  and  to  countenance  Jhe  idea  that  it  ..s 

rea   y  debateable.     In  this  view,  the  members  who 

h"s  voted,  may  be  joined  perhaps  by  many  mtelli- 

Icntand  worthy  chizens of  the  s  ave.mldmg  States; 

bury^mr  eommiliee  cannot  believe  that  the  asser- 


tion,  m  any  form,  by  the  House  of  R.-presentatives 
ol  a  principle  so  important,  and  at  the  same  lime 
ot  so  strong  a  local  bearing,  and  particularly  by  a 
vote  so  nearly  approaching  uimnimitv  as  is  record- 
ed on  Its  journal  in  favor  of  this  instruction  can 
iiave  a  tendency  to  weaken  that  principle,  or  its 
Oindingand  paramount  influence  upon  Con^-ress 
and  the  country  m  all  time  to  come.     The  prece 
dent  above  quoted  from  the  Congress  of  1790,  shoM-s 
that  the  House  of  Representatives  of  that  day  so 
far  from  learmg  the  effect  of  such  action  upon  its 
part,    sought    to    record   its    sol)smn     conviction 
upon  this    question  of  power  in  themselves    and 
Has  handed  down  to  us  its  judgment,  in  precis 
UrZ      'r     "^'^^  "*'":  •'^'°-      That    House   was 
;tl°r^'-        °°^  entirely,  composed  of  men  of  the 
revohiaon,  and  many  of  its  members  are  known  to 
have  been  also  members  of  the  conv-nticn  ^^-hich 
formed  the  federal  Constitution.     Since  tha   ne 
nod,  nearly  half  a  century  has  rolled  awa     and 
now  that  the  successors  of  that  House,  actin- under 

Drinc1nlfi.?7'''^''K^T'  ^o'emnly  reaffirm  the 
pimciple  laid  down  by  those  great  and  good  men 
and  avow  it  to  be  not  only  the  settled  opinion  of  this 

cl  le  fhIf',f''",iV'\""'^  J'ope,  and  indeed  con- 
andd'.HS,  """'''  be  hereafter  deemed  a  .solemn 

Tha MH  i'ff ''/^P"f  ^""  ""^'^^  eon.stitmion,  and 
mat  all  attempts  in  luture  to  violate  those  sacred 

our  cons  itutional  compact,  or  to  excite  apnrehen 

Tmn,  %^i  Your  comm  ittee  cannot  but  indulge 
d  most  corifidentand  animated  hope  that  these -ood 
effec^  will  be  produce.l  by  the  pre^sent  action  of  tSe 

sec'^on  "pS-"''^  "^^  ^-^^^^^^^  '^  riort,  in  the 

n,Jw^^'  "^  '!'^  opinion  of  this  House,  Con^^ress 
ought  not  to  interfere,  in  any  wav,  with  skve?v7n 
the  District  of  Columbia.  siaverj  m 

ic  feiih.''"'"''''  "  '^''"^^  *""  ^  ^'loiaiion  of  the  pub. 
To  obey  this  instruction  of  the  House  in  the 
manner  pointed  out  by  the  resolution,  it  wfn  be  ie 
cessaryto  examme,  to  some  extent,  the  reladons 
between  the  Federal  Government  and    L  Mtric 
oi  Columbia;  the   probable  objects  of  the  i  rovi 
Mon  m  tlie  constitution,  authorizing  the  cess  oro/' 
the  District  to  the  United  States ;  and  tlfec™se 
SnSdt^lr  t"'^  T''  ^^-  '^-n^iona^ 

fo  be  exei  se  bv  P  ^'''  '^""^  "^l"'^  '^^  ^^^^^o"-  ^^ 
.,     exercise,  by  Congress,  of  the  powers  o-nnV,! 

separaie  from,  ,he  ^„e„eral  k^tt^tivTZl-J^Xll 
ed  to  Congres,  by  the  conslitm.on.  As!he  k-i"  a 
tare  of  confederaled   Stales,  the   ixLi-errnf  r„^ 

S'tuS'T"  ""il  ">=•  ^^ititta  wa,°?: 
r'd  oa'\Se  SS  JathS-S'T^IS™,"^- 

a\T,;r.i,,ir„r'riSe!:™;,r'*''^""°^ 


government,  was  then  perfected  and  put  in  pi 
cal  operation.     The  cession  fnjm  Virginia  oil 
portion  of  the  District  of  Columbia  that  belol 
to  her,  was  not  made  until  the  3d  of  Decembl 
that  year— nine  months  after  the  Federal  Go\| 
mem  had  been  in  opemtion;*  and  the  ce  sio 
Maryland  of  that  portion  of  the  District  thaf 
longed  to  her,  (and  in  which  the  Seat  of  Gov 
menl  is  in  fact  located,)  was  no:  made  until  the 
day  ot  December,  1791 1— more  than    iv/o  vi 
and  nine  months  after  the  existence  of  the  Go'vil 
meiu  in  its  present  con,stitutional  form.     Cono-I 
did  not,  in  fact,  remove  to  the  District  thus  cec 
nor  did  the  District  thus  ceded  become  piactic 
the  Seat  of  Government  until  the  year  1800  ■ 
the  laws  of  the  States  by  which  the  District  ■ 
ceded  were  declared,  by  an  act  of  Congress  of 
16th  July,  1  /90,  t  "  to  be  in  force  within  the  Disi 
until  the  removal  of  the  Government  to  it  .and 
til  Congress  shall  otherwise  by  law  direct'"'         i 
It  appears,  then,  that  the  Federal  Governm 
was  in  operation  under  the  constitution  nearly 
year  before  Congress  posses.sed  any  power  of  lo. 
egrslation  over-any  portion  of  the  Di.vuict  of  C 
lumbia,  and  nearly  three  years  before  that  po\J 
became  as  ex!en.sive  as  ihe  present  boiuids  of  t 
District,  or  included  that  portion  of  ihe  ten  mii 
square  in  which  the  Seat  of  Government  is  m  f- 1 
located      It  also  appears,  that  the  first  act  of  u\ 
federal  i^egislature  in  reference  to  itsjurisdictu 
tlien  partly  acquired,  and  partly  to  be  acquire 
was  to  provide  for  the  continuance,  in  ali   the  I 
lorce,  and  m  every  particular,  within  tlie  Distric 
of  hie  laws  of  the  Slates  tha,  made  the  cession  u 
tJl  December,  1800;  a  period  of  nine  -.year^'  aA 
the  time  when  the  powers  of  Congress,  as  a  loc 
leg  slature  for  the  District,  were>erfected  bv  ih  l 
Slate  of  xMaryland.    Nor  is  this  al! .-  by  the  act  c 
1/90  It  was  declared,  as  has  been  already  shmvr 
that  the  law.s  of  Maryland  and  Virginia  should  b 
tiie  laws  of  the  District,  not  only  "  until  the  tim 
fixed  for  the  removal  of  the  Government  thereto   I 
butaLso   "until  Congress  shall  otherwise  provid. 
by  law"    No  alteration,  however,  to  any  consider 
able  extent  has  yet  been  made,    and  the   lawso 
Virginia  and  Maryland  which  were  in  force  at  tk 
time    of  their  respective,  cessions,  and  in  forc^ 
1  e.spectively  m  th'e  portions  of  the  District  ceded  b 
each,  stil  contmue  to  be,  m  almost  everj^  partica  ar 
the  local  laws  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Such  are  the  relations  at  present  existing  betweei; 
he  l-ederal  Government  and  the  District^  so  fara-^ 
local  legislation  is  concerned.  The  powers  of  Con^ 
gress,  as  the  local  legislature  of  die  District,  we?e 
de/ived  f^-oni  the  cessions  by  Virginia  and  Marv- 
and,  and  the  special  grant  of  exclusive  le' S?a- 
tion,  and  not  Irom  the  general  powers  conferred 
upoii  It  by  tiie  constitution  ;  and  these  special  and 
local  powers  which  Congress  has  now  posseted 
for  nearly  half  a  century,  have  been  exe  cised 
only  to  the  extent  above  described;  and,  from  the 
best  mformation  your  committee  have  been  able  to 
obtain,  to  no  other  or  greater  extent. 

The  right  of  Congress  to  accept  the  cession  of 
mis  territory   from  the  States    of  Virginia    and 

ai  ticle  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
M-hich  gives  It  pou'cr  "to  exercise  exclusive  fi 
gislation  mall  cases  whatsoever  over  such  District, 
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J  exceeding  ten  miles  square,  as  may  by  ccs^xon 
Imrlicular  S>ates,  and  ihe  acceptance  of  Con- 
Iss  become  the  Seal  of  Goveinment  of  ihe  United 
Ites;"  and  the  pmpose  for  which  the  cession  was 
le  made  and  received,  is  declared   m  the  lan- 
Le  of  the  constitution  itself,  "  sach  District  as 
y  become  the  Seal  of  Government  of  the  United 
lie'  "     The  cession,  therefore,  Avns  to  be  made 
I  this  purpose,  and  for  no  other  ;  and  as  regar^ls 
Juse  bvlhe  Federal  Govemmcnt,  the  object  of 
I  provision  evidently  was  simply  to  authorize 
Ingress  to  accept  the  grant,  and  to  exercise  the 
livers  of  leeislation  therein  provided  tor. 
It  will  be  "conceded  by  the  committee,  lor  tnc 
Irpose  of  this  report,  that  the  cession  was  made  m 
tformity  wijh  the  power  of  Congress  to  receive 
Id  that,  therefore,  by  the  cession  from  Vngi ma 
d  Maryland,  Congress  is  in  possession  ol  the 
Iwers  which  the  constitution  intended  it  should 
Issess  over  the  district  intended  to  be  ceded 
J  This  brings  us  to  the  inquiry,  as  to  the  probable 
liects  0f  the  grant  of  "  exclusive legiSiation  m  all 
Ties  whatsoever,"  over  the  territory  which  was  .o 
Institute  the  seat  of  Government  ol  the  United 
In  consulting  the  commentators  upon  a:e 
don  it  will  be  found  that  the  old  Congress 


Jtates. 
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Icouniered  inconveniences,   and  even  ,dangeis, 
om  holding  theii-  sessions  where  State  legisla- 
res  hud  esdusive  local  jurisdiction,  and  Avhere 
J  ate  authorities  alone  were  to  be  depended  on  in 
I  alters  of  police  and  personal  protection      i  ndec-a 
la  adjournment  of  that  Congress  from  the  Sta.e  ot 
Tennsylvania  to  New  Jersey,  for  a  cause  of  tias 
escriplion,  which  occiirred  at  the  close  of  the  re- 
loiationarv  war,  no  doubt  contributed  greatly  >.o 
[•e  introduction  of  this  clause*  into  the  consvitaiu^n 
If  the  Union.    The  proceedings  of  the  old  Con- 
ress  show  distinctly,  that  the  acquirement  ot  a 
iritorvfor  the  seat  of  the  Federal  Legislature, 
ver  whirh  it  should  have  exclusive  or  special  ju- 
risdiction vras  a  favorite  idea  with  that  body,  as 
ariv  as  the  venr  17S3,  and  that  it  continued  up  to 
ithetime  of  the  formation  of  the  constitution.   Upon 
Ihis  point  your  committee  will  only  detam  the 
i-Iouse  with  a  few  of  ihe  resolutions  adopted  tiy  the 
l)id  Congress  that  go  to  establish  it.     On  the  nh  ol 
Dctotaer    1783,  a   resolution    was  passed,       thai 
I  vaildings  for  the  use  of  Congress  be  erected  on  or 
near  the  banks  of  the  Delaware,*  provided  a  sui- 
1  nble  district  can  be  procured  on  or  near  the  ban^r^ 
)f  the  said  river  for  a  federal  loAAm,  and  that  the 
,i-nghl  of  soil,  and  exclusive,  or  such  other  jmisdic- 
ion  as  Congress  may  direct,  shall  be  vested  m  the 
JUnited  S'afe^."     On  the  21st  of  the  same  month 
IrOctober,  1783)  another  resolution  was  passed,  pi'e- 
ceded  by  a  preamble  as  follows :    "  Whereas  there 
is  rtason  to  expect  that  the  provinmg  buildmgs  lor 
tile  alternate  residence  of  Congress  in  mo  places 
will  be  productive  of  the  most  salutary  effects,  bv 
U„^,,vinKthe  mutual  confidence  and  affections  o 
the  Sta'es   Brsolved,    That  buildings  be  provided 
for  the  use  of  Congress  at  or  near  the  lower  lalls 
of  the  Potomac, t  or  Georgelovai,  provided  a  sui- 
table di-=triet  en  the  banks  of  the  ri\-er  can  be  pro- 
cured for  a  federal  town,  and  the  right  of  soil,  anc. 
an  exclusive  iurisdiction,  or  such  other  a^"  Oon- 
gress  may  direct,  :-hall  be  vested  in  the  United 
Slates." 


On  the  20th  of  December,  1784,  the  oM  Congress 
pas<^ed  among  others,  the  iollowmg  resolutions: 
^^^EelolredM^^  '^t^s  expedient  that  Congress 
proceed  to  take  measures  for  procuring  suuable 
buildings  to  be  erected  for  their  accommodation. 

"i?t'w/r«i  That  it  is  inexpedient  lor  Congiess, 
at  this'ti-,  e,  to  erec.  public  buildings ^for  their  ac- 
commodation at  more  than  one  place. 

These  resolutions  by  the  contmertal  Congress, 
.s  to  the  expediency  and  necessity  for  a  territory 
for  the  seat  of   the    Federal    Government,   over 
which  it  should  have  peculiar  il  not  exclusive  ju- 
risdiction, arc  produced  to  show  the  origin  of  the 
™5sion'm  the  constitution  upon  that  ^^^'bj^ct  and 
he  obiect  for  which  the  acquisition  ol  ^j^^h  ate  u- 
tnrv  was  d<-sired,     That  object,,  beyond   all  ques- 
S  ;^so  secure  a  seat  for  the  Federal  Govern- 
Peni  where  the  power  of  self-protection  should  be 
ample  and  complete,  and  where  it  might  he  exer- 
c3  wilhoiit  collision  or  conflict  with  the  legisla- 
tive power's  of  any  of  the  States,  so  far  as  its  exer- 
cise should  be  required  for  the  great  national  pur- 
pois  for  which  the  peculiar  or  exclusive  jurisdic- 
Son  was   ought  to  be  obtained.     The  junsdiction 
wa   made  exclusive,  nolasyourcommmee  believe, 
Ind  as  they  think  every  considerate  c.tizen  will  ad- 
,ni    to  change  the  object  of  the   grant  of  the  jiri.- 
dicUon  when  it  .should  be  made,  but  to  secure  hat 
Sect  more  effectually  by  makmg  the  Federal  uo- 
vernmSrt  independent  of  S.ate  mieifcrence    and 
of  sS'e  protection,  within  the  district  where  ilwa. 
to  be  located,  and  where  its  deliberations  should  be- 
Mti.    Had  the  legislative  power  ol  Congress  oyer 
his  District  not  l^cen  made  exclusive,  0"^  of  he 
."at  and  wise  objects  intended  to  be  sec^ured  the 
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SSmi^   c     fli^'  be:w;;;n  Federal  anti  Stat. 
feS™n,  would  have  been  necessarily  defeated. 
Every  statesman  will  admit  the  extreme  jn com- e- 
nien/eand  danger  of  granting  V^^'^'l^^}^^";^^^ 
lion  of  the  same  character,  and  t«  be  excrc  se 
u'ithin  the  same  territory  (powers  of  local  and  ma 
nkal  legislation,), to  two  distinct  and  mdepeiident 
?e^  Sative  bodies    and  the  extreme   difficulty,  if 
rfot  impossibility,   of  so  defining  the  portions  ot 
Po  ve™fo  be  exercised  by  each,  as  to  prevent  con- 
?iam  conflict  and  collision.     This  must  have  been 
I'e  result,  if  .ny  division  of  *e  powers^.f  loca 
legislation,  within  the  Di^'^trici  of  Co kunbia   ha 
been  made  between  Congress  and  the  b.a.es  D) 
V  hich  heterrirorv  was  ceded  to  the  UniUid  States. 
cS-cs?  required  all  that  power  which  th rem g 
plltime  would  be  indispensably  ne-essarj     or  it-. 
ownprotecHon.and  als.^  to  render  al  the  cepart- 
mentrof  the  Federal  Government  independent  o 
Sa^e  aiuWv,  and  entirely   dependent  on,  and 
obedien;  fo,  theFederal  Legislature    and  ila^one. 
in  a^l  matters  of  police  or,  municipal  legislation 
'^he  acfoption  of  the  Federal  Constitution  by  the 
reipleonhe  several  States  with  this  provision  ,n 
U  shows  that  the  attainment  of  these  objects  was 
cm  skiered  of  paramount  importance-  and  hence, 
inlheHgmem  of  your  committee,  the  power  m 
nuestion  was  made  exclusive.  •        n„ 

^Assuming  the  correctness  of  these  premises  he 
next  immirl  is,  what  expectations  were  he  States 
Efwhch  the  District  was  ceded,  as  well  as  their 
.stei  States,  authorised  to  entertain  as  to  the  exer- 
cebv  Congress  of  the  legislative  powers  derived 
Somh^se  cessions'?  The  cc.sjons  mcluded  no 
ontyaportiou  of  the  territory  of  thos^  St^.ej  but 
also  a  portion  of  their  citizens.  To  sccuie  ne 
glial  iSonal  objects  intended  by  the  cession,  the 


iunsdiction  of  the  States  over   those  citizen-^    a=; 
well  as  over  the  territory  of  the  District,  was  trans- 
ferred to  the  Federal  Lc£,'i.sjature.     This  transfer 
from  the  necessity  of  the  case,  abridged  the  rights 
of  the  citizens  within  the  territory,  who  had  been 
formerly  entitled  to  vote  for  their  legislators  and 
other  rulers,  by  subjecting  tliem  to  a  Government 
composed  ot  persons  in  Avhose  election  they  were 
to  hai^e  no  choice.     Their  governance,  however 
was  confided  to  those  entrusted  with  the  common 
government  of  all  the  States;  and  when  we  reflect 
upon  the  confidence  reposed   in  Congress  by  the 
btates  that  made  the  transfer,  and  bv  the  citizens 
transterred,  n  accounts  at  once  for  the  readiness 
with  which  tile  cession  was  effected.  Still,  tiie  ques- 
tion recurs  what  expectations  might  reasonably  be 
entertamcci  by  the  States  making  the  cession,  by  the 
other  States  of  the  Confederacv,  so  far  as  their  in- 
terests were  directly  or  indirectly  involved,  and  bv 
the  citizens  thus  placed  under  the  peculiar  care  o'f  j 
congress,  as  to  its  exercise  of  the  powers  conferred 
upon  It  by  this  cession  of  territories  for  a  seat  of  the 
Federal  Governments  , 

Your  commitiee  have  no  hesitation  to  say,  in  an- 
swer to  thi.s  liiqnjry,  that  those  expectation':  by  all 
the  parties  mterested,  not  cnlyraight.  but  innst  have 
Oeen,  that  Cong.'-ess  would  exerci^;e  the  powers  con- 
ferred, so  far  as  their  exercise  .should  be  found 
necessary  for  tlie  great  national  objects  of  the  ces- 
sion, with  strict  reference  to  the  accomplishment  of 
those  objects;  and  that  all  other  powers  conferred 
by  Jie  cession  would  be  exercised  with  an  equally 
strict  reference  to  tlie  interests  and  welfare  of  the 
inhabitants  ol  the   District— those  citizens  of  two 
tree  btates  wlio  had  been  made  denendent  on  Con- 
^f  ?.''/%  their  local  legislation,  for  the  protection 
ot  life,  liberty,  and  property-rights  gt-arantied  by 
the  constitution  to  all  the  citizens  of  the  Coufede- 
racy-m  order  that  a  seat  lor  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, subject  10  the  exclusive  control  of  Cono-ress 
migat  be  granted  to  it.    I(  these  positions  are  cor- 
rect It  fol  ows  necessarily  that  tlic  insiittitions,  the 
customs,  the  rights,  the  p.-operty,  and  every  other 
lucident  pertaining  to  those  citizens,  and  mimicipal 
the'^n".  ^T"',''- I^'i"''  they  enjoyed  as  citizens  of 
the  States  to  which  they  belonged  before  the  cession 
of  the  District,  and  which  did  not  then,  and  have 
not^  yet,  interfered  with  the  great  national  ri-ht-, 
and  privileges  intended  to  be  sscured  by  the  ces 
sion  should  have  been  hitherto,  and  shoVd  be?n 
all  tune  to  come,  guarded  and  preserved  with  the 
same  paternal  care  and  kindness  with  wich  t  e 
Legislatures  of  tne  States,  to  which  they  belong? 
would  have  guarded  and  protected  them  if  the v 
]:^LSr '  "  '^  ^"^^^^'^  '^  ^^'-  -P-uv4 
Your  committee  rely  confidently  unon  this  as  ih- 
great  rule  fl>r  the  faithful  action  of  Cor-res-.  in 
reference  to  this  subject.     They  feel  assured  that 
no  rational  man  will  differ  with  them.     Two  cu-s 
vS  ^  ^^'  remain  to  be  considered,  to  determine 
Jp,r?'^°"/^T''^^"^^^  "^sliould  not  attempt    o 
inteifere  with  slavery  m  the  District  of  Columbia 

,„/i  ??^v^  ^''^''^  national  objects  which  were  in- 
ended  to  be  .secured  to  „he  Federal  Government  bv 

;h:pS?o?2S^i?"^''-'^^^"--^^-^-on 

\  our  committee  will  malce  no  argument  unon  so 
nlain  a  proposition.  No  individual  within  their 
knowledge  not  even  the  most  deluded  fanatic  has 
ever  a^ked,  or  attempted  to  justify,  a  measui^e  of 


this  description  upon  siicli  a  pretext.  The  security 
and  independence  of  Congress,  from  the  monieiit 
of  its  removal  to  this  District  to  the  present  hour 
have  been  as  perfect  as  the  framers  of  the  constitu- 
tion could  have  desired.  No  intimation  has  ever 
been  heard  that  the  existence  of  slavery  in  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  has  ex'er  produced  the  slightest 
danger  or  incom^enience  either  to  the  interests  or 
to  ihe  officers  of  the  Federal  Government  within  it. 
Surely,  then.  Congress  cannot  be  called  upon  to 
interfere  with  that  institution  within  the  District  ;'> 
one  of  its  duties  growing  out  of  the  national  objen. 
connected  with  the  cession;  and  if  such  interferen.c 
IS  demanded  from  it,  the  demand  must  grow  out  of 
its  relations  to  the  District  as  a  local 'leigslature. 
This  brings  the  committee  to  the  remaining  ques- 
tion. ^ 

2.  Would  the  States  of  Maryland  and  Virginia, 
if  the  cession  of  this  territory  to  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment had  not  been  made,  from  any  thing  which 
has  been  shovm  to  Congress,  be  induced  to  interfere 
with,  or  abolish,  the  institution  oif  domestic  slaverv 
withiii  it  ? 

At  the  time  of  the  cession  from  those  States, 
slaver}^  existed  in  every  portion  of  their  territory, 
m  the  same  degree,  and  subject  to  the  same  laws 
and  regulations  by  which  it  was  authorized  and 
regulated  in  the  territory  ceded  to  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment.   It  still  exists  in  those  States,  ^-ithoiit 
any  material  variation  or  modification  of  their  laws 
respecting  it.    As  those  States,  then,  have  not  abo- 
lished it  within  the  territories  remaining  undci- 
their  juiisdiction,  is  it  reasonable  to  suppose  that 
they  would  have  abolished  it  in  the  territory  com- 
prising the  District,  had  they  continued  to  retain 
their  original  jurisdiction  over  if?    Can  any  reasoji 
whatever  be  given  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in 
this  particular  District,  which  does  not  apply  with 
equal  force  to  every  other  slaveholding  section  of 
the  country?     Can  any  cause  be  shown  why  the 
States  of  Maryland  and  Virginia  would  have  abo- 
li.shed,  or  would  now  abolish,  slavery  in  this  Dis- 
trict, had  it  continued  to  form  a  part  of  those  States 
respectively,  v/hich  would  not  have  warranted  or 
produced  general  abolition  tliroughout  those  States? 
Mo-t  unque-stionably  not!    As  those  Sta'es,  then, 
have  not  albolished  slavery  in  the  residue  of  their 
territory,  it  is  evident  that  they  would  not  have 
abolished  it  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  if  it  had 
continued  subject  to  their  action.    It  follovvs  conclu- 
sively, therefore,  thafCongre-ss,  as  the  local  legisla- 
titre  of  the  District,  and  acting  independently  of  the 
national  coi-ksiderations  connected  wiih  its 'powers 
over  it,  is  bound,  for  the  preservation  of  the  public 
faith,  and  the  fights  of  all  the  parties  interested,  to 
act  upon  the  same  reasons,  and'to  exercise  the  same 
naternal  regard,  which  would  hnve  governed  the 
States  by  which  the  District  was  ceded  to  the  Fede- 
ral Government.    And  it  is  untie-essary  to  add, 
that  Congress  has  acted  wisely  in  treating  the  in- 
stitutions found  in  existence  at  "the  time  of  the  ces- 
sion, as  the  institutions  of  the  people  of  the  District; 
in  continuing  their  laws  and  customs,  as  the  law.s 
and  customs  t :>  which  they  had  been  used,  and 
which  should  never  be  altered,  or  interfered  with 
except  where  the  people  themselves  may  be  de- 
sirous of  a  change. 

Your  committee  must  go  further,  and  express 
their  full  conviction,  that  any  interference  by  Con- 
gress with  the  private  interests  or  rights  of  the  citi- 
zens of  this  District,  without  their  consent,  would 
be  a  breach  of  the  faith  reposed  in  the  Federal  Go- 
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yernment  by  the  Stales  that  made  the  cession,  and 
as  violent  an  infraction  of  private  rights  a»s  it  would 
have  been  if  those   States  themselves,  supposing 
their  jurisdiction  had  remained  unimpaired  over 
their  territory,  had  abolished  slavery  within  those 
portion?  of  their  respective  limits,  and  had  continued 
its  existence,  upon  its  present  basis,  in  every  other 
portion  of  them.     And  surely  there  is  no  citizen,  in 
any  quarter  of  the  country,  who  has  the  smallest 
regard  for  our  laws  and  institutions,  State  and  na- 
tional, or  for  equal  justice,  and  an  equality  of  rights 
and  privileges  among  citizens  entitled  to  it,  who 
would  attempt  to  justify  such   an  outrage  on  the 
part  of  those  States.     The  question  then  is.  Are 
the  citizens  of  the  District  desirous  of  a  change 
themselves]    Has  any  request  or  movement  been 
made  by  them  that  would  justify  an  interference 
with  their  private  rights  on  the  part  of  Congress  1 
None,  whatever !     The  citizens  of  the  District  not 
only  have  not  solicited  any  action  on  the  part  of 
Congress,  but  it  is  well  known  that  they  earnestly 
deprecate  such  action,  and  regard,  with  abhorrence, 
the  efforts  that  are  made  by  others,  who  have  no 
interest  whatever  in  the  District,  to  effect  it.     It  is 
impossible,  therefore,  that  any  such  interference  on 
the  part  of  Congress  could  be  justified,  or  even  pal- 
liated, on  the  ground  that  it  was  sought  or  desired 
by  those  who  are  alone  interested  in  the  subject. 
If,  therefore.  Congress  were  to  interfere  with  this 
(iesc)  iption  of  property  against  the  consent  of  the 
people  of  the  District,  your  committee  feel  bound 
to  say,  that  it  would  be  as  gross  a  breach  of  public 
faith",  and  as  outrageous  an  infraction  of  private 
rights,  as  it  would  have  been  if  such  an  interference 
had  been  committed  by  the  States  of  v/bich  the  Dis- 
trict was  formerly  a  part,  supposing  that  it  never 
had  been  ceded  to  the  United  States. 

Your  committee,  will  here  anticipate  an  objection 
which  may  be  urged  against  this  reasoning  and 
these  conclusions.      They  have  shoAvn    that  tiie 
po^vers  of  Congress  over  this  District  divide  them- 
selves into  two  classes,  national  and  local ;  that  in 
reference  to  the  former,  the  action  of  Congress 
should  be  governed  by  the  interests  of  the  whole 
cotintry,  so  far  as  thev  are  connected  with   the 
branches  of  the  Federal' Government  located  within 
the   District;    that  in   reference  to   the  latter,  its 
powers  are,  and  its  action  should  be,  those  of  a  lo- 
cal and  municipal  legislature,  extending  its  paternal 
rare  and  protection  over  the  citizens  dependent  up- 
on, and  subjected  to,  this  branch  of  its  authority; 
that  in  the  exercise  of  its  powers,  the  safest  stand  m 
reference  to  slavery  is,  M'hat  would  the  Slates  to 
which  the  District  ariginally  belonged,  and  of  which 
its  citizens  were  originally  citizens,  have  done  in 
case  their  jurisdiction  had  never  been  transferred 
to  Congress;  and  that  those  States  would  certamlynot 
have  interfered  with  the  institution  of  slavery  in  the 
District,  had  the  power  to  do  so  remained  with 
them.     The  objection  anticipated  is,  that  the  States 
in  question  have  pursued  an  unwise  policy  as  to 
themselves,  and  that  their  having  done  so  should 
not  have  bound  Congress,  as  the  local  legislature 
of  the  District,  to  a  similar  policy  in  relation  to  its 
government.     To  this,  however,  your  committee 
consider  it  perfectly  conclusive  to  reply,  that  under 
ofour  institutions,  'that  people  is  the  best  governe 
which  IS  governed  most  in  accordance  Avith  its  own 
habits, interests,  and  wishes;  that  the  policy  hitherto 
pursued  by  Congress  in  reference  to  slavery  within 
the  District,  your  committee  have  every  reason  to 
believe,  has  "been  in  perfect  contbrmity  with  the 


wishes  and  interests  of  the  citizens  concerned;  and 
that  it  will  be  time  enough  for  Congress,  acting  as 
the  local  legislature  of  the  District,  and  in  that  ca- 
pacity bomid  to  consult  the  governed,  as  the  regu- 
lators of  its  action,  to  move  in  any  matter  relating 
to  their  private  interests  and  rights  when  they  them- 
selves shall  ask  such  movement. 

There  is  another  consideration  connected  with 
this  part  of  the  argument,  which  your  committee- 
think  worthy  of  attention.  It  is  this :  that  there  is 
no  law  in  the  District  prohibiting  the  master  from 
manumitting  his  slaves,  which  he  may  do  at  his 
own  discretion,  and  without  incurring  any  respon- 
sibility whatever.  Ceitain  it  is  that  no  such  law 
has  been  passed  by  Congress.  The  citizens  of  the 
District,  therefore,  have  no  necessity  for  the  aid  of 
Congress,  should  they  wish  the  abolition  of  slavery 
gmono-  them.  They  have  only  to  exercise  an  ex- 
ist in  g^right,  and  their  wish  will  be  accomplished. 
Can'^'there  be  more  decisive  evidence,  then,  that 
they  do  not  wish  the  abolition  of  slavery,  than  that 
it  continues  to  exist  among  them  1  or  can  any  one 
desire  more  conclusive  proof  that  any  attempt  by 
Congress  to  effect  this  object  by  the  force  of  law 
would  be  an  interference  with  the  rights  of  private 
property,  against  the  wishes  and  consent  of  those 
ccmcerned,  and  for  none  of  the  purposes  for  which 
Congress  is  authorized  by  the  constitution  to  take 
private  property  lor  public  use  1 

Hence,  your  committee  believe  they  have  proved, 
beyond  the  power  of  contradiction,  that  an  inter- 
ference by  Congress  vrith  slavery  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  would  be  a  violation  of  the  public  faith 
—of  the  faith  reposed  in  Congress  by  the  States 
which  ceded  the  territory  to  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, so  far  as  the  rights  and  interests  of  those  citi- 
zens residing  within  the  ceded  territory  are  con- 
cerned. • ,       ,  • 

Your  committee  will  now  consider  this  proposi- 
tion in  reference  to  the  interests  of  the  States  o 
Maryland  and  Virginia.  They  were  slaveholding 
States  at  the  time  they  inade  their  cession,  and  they 
are  so  still.  They  entirely  surround  this  District, 
from  which  they  are  only  separated  upon  all  sides 
by  imaginary  lines,  They  made  the  cession  for 
the  great  national  objects  which  have  been  already 
T^ointed  out,  and  they  made  it  from  motives  of  pa- 
triotism alone,  and  without  any  compensation  from 
the  Federal  Government  for  the  surrender  of  juris- 
diction over  commanding  positions  in  both  States 
The  surrender  was  made  for  purposes  deemed 
sufficiently  important,  by  all  the  original  States,  t() 
be  provided  for  in  the  constitution  of  the  United 
State-^-  and  it  was  made  in  conformity  with  that 
provision  of  the  constitution.  It  is  surely  unne- 
cessary, after  this  statement  of  facts,  to  undertake 
to  show  that  those  patriotic  States  made  this_  cession 
for  purposes  of  good  to  the  Union,  and  conse- 
quently to  themselves,  and  not  for  purposes  of  evil 
to  themselves,  and  consequently  to  the  Union;  and 
that  the  Government  of  the  United  States  accepted 
the  cession  for  the  same  good,  and  not  tor  evil,  pur- 


If.  then  it  can  be  demonstrated  that  the  aliolition 
of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia  would  pro- 
duce evil,  and  not  good,  to  the  States  that  made  the 
ces'^ion  the  conclusion  is  inevitable  that  .such  an 
act  on  the  part  of  Congress  would  be  a  violatibn  of 
the  faith  reposed  in  it  by  those  States.  To  all  to 
whom  this  is  not  perfectly  palpable  without  an  ar- 
gument, the  following  considerations  are  presented  : 

It  has  been  already  said  that  the  Stales  of  Mary- 


land  and  Virginia  surround  Ihe  District.    It  has 
also  been  shown  that,  in  reference  to  slavery  withm 
the  District,  the  relations  of  Congress  are  entirely 
those  of  a'  local  legislalTire,  and  that  its_  action 
therefore,  in  this  capacity,  should  be  governed  by 
the   same    reasons  which  would  have  governed 
those  States  themselves  in  relation  to  this  subject, 
if  their  jurisdiction  over  this  territory  had  never 
been  surrendered.     Let  us  suppose  then,  that  this 
jurisdiction  had  never  been  surrendered  by  Mary- 
lind  and  Virginia,  and  that  it  was  now  proposed 
that  they  sliould  abolish  slavery,  and  relinquish  all 
power  of  legislation  over  free  blacks,  withm  the 
portions  of  those  States  which  constitute  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  retaining  their  respective  insti- 
tutions of  slavery' in  all  the  remammg  portions  oi 
their  territory.     Who  is  there  that  would  not  be 
amazed  at  the  folly  of  such  an  act?   Who  does  not 
see  that  such  a  step  would  necessarily  produce  dis- 
content and  insurrections  in  the  remaining  portions 
of  those  States  1  Who  does  not  perceive  thai  under 
such  circumstances  the  District  would  constitute  at 
once  a  neutral  ground,  upon  which  hosts  ol  Iree 
blacks,  fugitive  slaves,  and  incendiaries,  would  be 
assembled  in  the  work  of  general  abolitionism;  and 
that  from  such  a  magazine  of  evil,  every  conceiva- 
ble mischief  would  be  spread  through  thesurrotm- 
ding  couniiy,  with  almost  the  rapidityol  ^hemove 
ments  of  the  atmospherel  Surely  no  one  can  doubt  the 
certainty  of  the  consequential  evils  in  the  case  sup- 
posed   "How  then  can  any  d(jubc  or  deny  the  dan- 
gers in  the  case  before  us  1    The  territory  is  the 
same ;   it  is  surrounded  by  the  same  portions  ol 
slaveholding  States;  and  the  only  difference  is,  that 
in  the  case  supposed,  the  aboluion  would  be  the 
work  of  State  authorities,  while,  in  the  other,  it  is 
sought  to  accomplish  it  by  the  authority  of  Con- 
gress.   The  condition  of  things  before  and  aiter  it 
is  done,  is  the  same  in  both  cases,  and  the  opportu- 
nities for  mischief,  in  case  the  work  be  accom- 
plished, are  equal  in  both.    Can  it  be  necessary  to 
say  more,  to  establish  the  position,  that  any  inter- 
ference with  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
on  the  part  of  Con'j;ress,  would  be  a  violation  of 
the  public  faith,  the' faith  reposed  in  Congress  by 
those  States,  and  without  which  they  never  could 
have  been  induced  to  have  made  that  cession  1 

It  only  remains  under  this  head  to  show  that  Con- 1 
gress  could  not  interfere  with  slavery  in  the  Dis- 
irict  of  Columbia,  without  a  violation  of  the  public 
faith,  in  reference  to  the  slaveholding  States  gener-  ] 
ally,  as  well  as  to  the  Stales  of  Virginia  and  Mary- 
land. The  provision  in  the  constitution  authoriz-- 
ing  Congress  to  accept  the  cession  of  a  territory  lor 
a  seat  of  the  Federal  Government,  and  to  exercise 
exclusive  jurisdiction  over  it,  was  as  general  and 
universal  as  any  other  provision  in  that  instrument. 
In  ite  national  objects  all  t}ie  States  were  equally 
interested,  and  so  far  as  there  was  any  danger  that 
the  powers  of  local  legislation  conferred  on  Con- 
gress might  interfere  with,  or  injuriously  afiect,  the 
institutions  of  the  various  States,  each  State  pos- 
sessed an  interest  proportioned  to  the  probable  dan- 
ger to  itself.  As  far  as  your  committee  know  or 
believe,  however,  no  apprehension  of  an  interfer- 
ence on  the  subject  of  domestic  slavery  was  enter- 
tained in  any  quarter,  or  expressed  by  any  states- 
man of  the  day.  An  examination  of  the  commen- 
taries on  the  "constitution  will  show  that  various 
apprehensions  were  entertained,  as  to  the  powers 
conferred  on  Congress,  by  this  clause,  such  as  that 
privileged  classes  of  society  might  be  created  withm 


the  District;  that  a  standing  army,  dangerous  tol 
the  liberties  of  the  country,  might  be  organized  andl 
sustained  within  it,  and  tlie  like;  but  not  a  sugges-l 
tion  can  be  found  that,  under  the  local  powers  to  bel 
conferred  any  attempt  would  be  made  to  mterterel 
with  the  private  rights  of  the  citizens  who  miglitl 
be  embraced  within   the  District,   or  to  disturb! 
or  change,direclly,or  by  nonsequence.the  municipail 
institutions  of  the  States,  or  that  the  subject  of  do-I 
mestic  slavery,  as  it  existed  in  the  States,  could  bel 
in  any  way  involved  In  the  proposed  cession.    All 
that  time,  all  the  States  held  slaves.    Many  oi  then 
have  since,  by  their  own  independent  action,  with- 
out intiuence"or  interference  from  the  Federal  (.xo- 
vernment,  or  from  their  sister  States,  etlected,  ir 
their  own  time  and  way,  the  work  of  emaiicipation 
others  of  the  original  States,  remain  as  they  wen 
at  the  time  of  the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  ii 
reference  to  this  description  of  property,  and  sevel 
ral   new  members  have  been   admiued  into  th(l 
Union    as    slaveholding    States.    All    the   State  f 
!  which  have  held,  or  now  hold,  slave  property,  hav. 
invariably  considered  the  institution  as  one  exclu 
sively  subject  to   State  authority,  and  not  to  b. 
affected,  directly  or  indirectly,  by  Federal  inter 
ference.    The  practice  of  the  Government,  as  we) 
as  its  theory,  has  established  this  doctrine,  and  1 1 
action  of  the  States,  in  retaining  or  abolishing  tii 
institution  at  pleasure,  has  conformed  entirely  t 
thi-  principle.    Now  the  subject  of  Federal  mtei 
ference  has  become  one  of  some  agitation,  an 
Congress  is  solicited  to  adopt  measures  in  relatio 
to  the  District  of   Columbia,   whidi  have   bee 
shown  to  be  most  dangerous  and  destructive  to  th 
security    and    interests  of    the  Ivvo  sl^aveholdm 
States  "by  which  it  was  ceded  to  the  Federal  G( 
vernment.    Your  committee  will  not  troiible  tb 
House  to  prove,  that  any  measure  of  the  Feder; 
Legislature,  which  would  have  this  tendency  ii 
those  two  States,  would,  from  the  very  necessity  > 
the  case,  and  the  unity  of  the  interest  wherever 
exists,  have  the  same  tendency,  measurably,  in  n 
the  other  slaveholding   members  of  the  Unio 
This  position  is  too  plain  for  argument.     Ii,  tne 
all  the  States  were  equally  interested  in  the  nation 
objects  for  which  this  territory  was  ceded  as  tl 
seat  of  the  Federal  Government:   if  that  cessi. 
was  designed  by  the  fraraers  of  the  constitution, 
enurfe  to  the  benefit  of  the  whole  coniederacy,  n; 
was  made  in  furtherance  of  that  design;  and 
Con'^re';^  contrary  to  the  obvious  intent  and  sj)) 
'  of  the  cession,  shall  do  an  act  not  required  by  i 
national  objects  contemplated  by  it,  but  directly  i 
pugnant  to  the  inierests  and  wishes  of  the  citizt 
of  the  ceded  territory,  and  calculated  lo  disturb  t 
pea^e    and  endanger  the  interests,  ot   the   slav 
holding  members  of  the  Union,  such  an  act  m? 
be  in  violation  of  the  public  faith ;  of  the  faith 
posed  in  Congress  by  ihe  States  that  made  the  c 
sion  and  which  would  be  deeply  injured  by  such 
exercise  of  power  under  it;  and  also  oi  the  la 
reposed  in  that  body  by  all  the  Slates,  inasmuch 
no  i.,dependent  State  in  the  Union  can  be  mju' 
in  its  peace,  or  its  rightful  interests,  by  the  actio), 
the  Federal  Gouernment,  without  a  correspond) 
i  injury  to  every  member  of  the  confederatea  btai 
"  Your  committee  have  already  shown  that  an 
terference  with  slavery  in  the  District  ot  Columt: 
would  involve  a  violation  of  the  public  faith, 
reo-ards  the  rights  and  interests  oi    the  citiz. 
tliereof.    They  recur  to  this  topic,  however,  on 
count  of  its  importance,  and  for  the  purpose  of  p 
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ling  a  m  another  light,  and,  as  they  consider,  upon 
Imansvverable  ground.   They  are  aware  that,  under 
Ihe  coustiUUion,*   Congress  ])o?sesses  "exclusire 
legislation  "  over  the  aforesaid  District;   but  the 
Jiou-er  ot  legislation  was  given  to  be  exercised  for 
|enehcial  purposes  only,  and  cannot,  therefor^'  b*- 
Exercised,  consistently  with  public  faith,  for  anv 
I'bject  that  i?  at  war  with  the  great  principles  upon 
Ivhich  the  Government  itself  is  founded.     The  con- 
Ititution,  to  be  properly  understood,  must  be  (aken 
Is  a  whole.    Wherever  a  particular  power  is  gran-.- 
id,  tne  extent  to  wluch  it  may  be  carried,  can  only 
|e  inierred  iVom  ot.her  provisions  bv  which  it  may 
ie  regulatea  or  restrained.    The  coiisiiiution,  wiuie 
,  coniers  npon  Congress  exclusive  legislation  mlh- 
H  this  District,  does  not,  and  could  not,  confer  un- 
rated  or  despotic  authority  over  il.    It  could  con- 
In-  no  povv'sr  contrary  to  the  fundamental  princi- 
lles  of  the  constitution  itself,  and  the  essential  and 
Inalienable   rights  of   American  citizens.      The 
Ight  to  legislate,  therefore,  (to  make  the  constitu- 
l^n  conaste-at  with  itself,)  is  evidently  qualified  by 
lie  provisrju  that  "no  man  shall  be  i-leprivetl  of 
I'fe, ^liberty,  or  property,  without  due  process  of 
■<w,t  and  various  others  of  a  similar  character, 
'e  lay  it  down  as  a  rule,  that  no  Government  can 
» tuiy  thing  directly  repagi.ant  to  the  principles  of 
Mural  justice  and  of  the  social  compact.    It  woud 
i  totally  subversive^ of  ail  t!ie  purposes  for  which 
)vernment  is  instituted.     Vattel  says :  "  The  great 
lid  of  civil  society  is,  whatever  constitutes  hanpi- 
hss  with  the  peaceful  possession  of  property."  "No 
I'pubhcan  would  tolerate  that  a  man  should  be 
imished,  by  a  special  statute,  for  an  aet  not  legally 
^inisliable  vt  the  time  of  its  commission.      No 
I'publican  could  approve  any  system  of  legislation 
•  waich  private  contracts,  lawfully  made,  should 
'■  declared  null  and  void,  or  by  whicli  the  property 
an  individual,  lawfully  acquired,  sho;,ild  be  arbi- 

I  rily  wrested  from  him  bv  the  high  hand  of  power, 
u  these  great  principles  are  not  left  for  their  sup- 
i-t  to  the  n;;.ural  feelings  of  the  human  heart,  or 
the  mere  general  spirit  of  republican  govern- 

'3nt.     Tney  are  expressly  incorporated  in  ihe  con- 

i-lution,  and  they  have  also  been  recognised  and 

'SLsted  on,  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 

ites,  which  lays  down  the  following  sound  and 

I  controvertible  doctrine:  "  There  are  acts  which 

Vi  Federal  or  State  Legidalurcs  cannot  do,  wiihout 

1  ceeding  their  authority.     There  are  certain  vilal 

'  uciples  m  our  free  repuM  lean  Government,  which 

II  aetermine  and  overrule  an  apparent  and  fla- 
int  abuse  of  legislative  power ;  as  to  authorize 
■mifest  injustice  by  positive  law,  or  to  take  aAvay 
a. security  for  personal  liberty  or  private  properly 

l)  /f.^,  P''"lection  whereof  the  Government  was 

jfablished.  An  act  of  the  legislature,  contrary  to 
'■-  great  fint  principles  of  the  social  covipact.  cannot 
considered  a  rightful  exercise  of  legislative  au- 

\  nUj.  The  obligation  of  a  law,  in  Governments 
iblished  on  express  compact,  and  on  republican 

I  iiciples,  must  be  determmed  by  the  nature  of  the 
ver  on  which  it  is  founded.  A  iew  instances 
I  suffice  to  explain.  A  law  that  punished  a  citi- 
lor  an  innocent  action,  or  that  was  in  violation 
an  existing  la-w;  a  law  that  destroys  or  impairs 
obligation  of  the  lawful  private"  contracts  of 
zens;  a  law  that  makes  a  man  a  judge  in  hi'^ 
a  case ;  or  a  law  that  takes  property  from  A,  and 


Article  1,  section  8. 

Amendments  to  the  Constitution,  art.  5. 


gives  It  to  B,    It  is  against  all  reason  and  justice 
tor  a  people  to  entrust  a  legislature  with  such  pow- 
ers, and  therefore  it  cannot  be  presumed  that  they 
have  done  it.     Tae  legislature  may  enjoin  or  per- 
mit, forbid  or  punish  ;  they  may  declare  new  crimes, 
and  establish  rules  of  conduct  lor  future  cases: 
but  they  cannot  change  innocence  into  guilt,  or 
punish  innocence  as  a  crime,  or  violate  the  rights 
of  an  antecedent  lawi'ul  private  contract,  or°the 
nght  of  private  property.     To  maintain  that"  our       . 
Federal  or  Stale  Legislatures  possess  such  powers, 
even  d  they  had  not  been  expressly  restrained. 
v:ould  be  apolitical  heresy,  altogether  inadmissible  iii 
our  free  republican   Governmcnt."t      Now,   every 
principle  here  affirmed  by  t]»e  court,  applies  to,  and 
protects,  the  people  of  this  District,  as  well  as  the 
people  of  the  States.     The  inhabitants  of  this  Dis- 
trict are  a  part  of  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
Every  right  and  interest  secured  by  the  constitu- 
tion to  the  people  of  the  States,  is  equally  secured 
to  the  people  of  the  District.    Congress  can  there- 
fore do  no  act  affecting  property  or  person,  in  rela- 
tion to  this  District,  which  it  is  prohibited  to  do  m 
relation  to  the  citizens  of  the  States,  without  a  di- 
rect violation  of  the  public  faith.    For  insttince,  it 
IS  a  well  settled  constitutional  principle,  that  "  pri- 
vate property  shall  not  be  taken  lor  public  use,     ith- 
ouf  just  compensation."    Now,  the  true  meaning 
of  this  provision  obviously  is,  that  private  property 
shall  be  taken  only  for  public  use,  but  shall  not  be 
taken,  even  then,  without  adequate  rcmimeration. 
II.  is  evident,   however,  in  reference  to  slavery, 
either  that  the  Government  would  use  the  slaves, 
or  tliat  it  would  not.    If  it  would  use  them,  then 
they  would  not  be  emancipa.ted ;  and  it  would  be 
an  idle  mockery  to  talk  of  the  freedom  of  those 
who  would  only  cease  to  be  private,  to  become  pub- 
lie,  slaves.    Jf  it  would  not  use  them,  then  how 
could  it  be  said  that  they  were  taken  for  the  public 
use,  consistently  with  the  provision  just  recited'? 
But  even  if  they  could  be  taken  without  reference 
to  public  use,  they  could  not  be  taken  without  just 
compensation.       It  is   exceedingly  questionable, 
however,  whether  Congress  could  legally  apply  the 
public  revenue  to  such  an  object,  even  v.dth  the  con- 
sent of  the  owners  of  the  slaves.    As  to  emancipa- 
tion without  their  consent,  and  without  just  com- 
pensation, your  committee  will  not  stop  to  consider 
it.    It  could  not  bear  examination.    Honor,  huma- 
nitv,  policy,  all  forbid  it.     It  is  manifest,  then,  from 
all  the  considerations  herein  stated,  (and  there  are 
others  equally  forcible  that  might  be  urged)  that 
Congress  could  not^ abolish  slavery  in  the  District 
of  Coluinbia,  without  a  violation  of  the  public 
faith. 

Your  committee  will  only  add  one  or  two  reflec- 
tions upon  this  interesting  point. 

What  is  the  mea-^'ng  of  the  declaration  adopted 
by  the  House,  in  rcxation  to  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia ?  Is  it  not,  that  Congress  cannot,  and  will  not, 
do  an  act  which  it  has  solemnlv  proclaimed  to  in- 
volve a  violation  of  the  public  faith  1  Does  it  not 
afford  every  security  to  the  South  which  it  is  in  the 
power  of  the  Federal  Government  to  afford  ?  Is  it 
n^)t  tantam.ount,  in  its  binding  obligation  iipon  the 
Government,  to  a  positive  declara.tion,  that  the  abo- 
lition of  .^ilavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia  would 
be  imconstitutional  1  Nav,- is  it  not  even  more 
efficacious  in  point  of  fact?  Constitutional  provi- 
sions are  matters  of  construction.     The  opinion  of 


t  Dallas's  Rep.  vol.  3,  p.  388. 
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L  House,  .r„.  ».  *.ra..  ~""-'i^  ron«  1 -ig;  i-«a  a^ J^-^}'*  ;!i^  ^«?-  ^,;;;: 

mavbe  overmled  ana  reversed  by  anolhei .  ^.^^  |  ™,^  -^ "'  7e„t  %,  u,  anv  Avav  to  affect,  inju- 
when  Congress  has  .olerunly  declared  <A«i  a  ^a,tv- ,  ?[^\4^;^\jf;if  ^^^  ; ° k  insiitutions.  Ol'  those  m- 
cular  act  :^uld  be  a  rwlaHvn  of  the  piMicfcuhv,  JJ"  J  y;^f,^^,,^'  °";',.,^  and  is,  the  most  important; 
it  to  be  supposed  that  it  would  ever  violate  a  pledge  satutio  s  .u^^  ,  j^.  ^  meting  as 

thus  given  to  the  country  1  Can  any  ^J^i^f  ?.^^!  n'^N'^^^l^^'^^liLe  ot' the  District,  to  abolish  n, 
S^^^R,  ff?:i5cSS  ^h^hJS  SX^  wou£f  nl^^^S}  be  impolitic,  but  an  act  of  gross  m- 

ve^-nmSriNVhy  are  treaties  regarded  ^  ^-^^  i^^^-J^'^J^S^- Stales  of  the  Union.  Here 
and  inviolable  ?.    Why,;ouc  because jjieyjm^jh el      Secondi) ,  as  to  ti.e  o 

the 

S by  Governments  held  to  be  irrevcK:ably  t)ma-  i  ^J^^^'^^^^'l^'^^e  surroundmg  Slates  in 
ir<r  7  "VVhy,  but  because  iliey  cannot  break  them  |  w or ^  ^  o„j  7,,  nil  the  ^l-xve  Staies  in  general, 
;::Uhout  ;oiimitting  pernav,  and  des^ng^  con- 1  p^^ 


ne  union,  oi  ^in,ii  u.-.ii-^iA  «*»  ---- 
(and  tlie  seniimcm  wm  i.l-  laiiuc..  ..j  v..-..,  "•—"  ,  _-^  ^rrnncrfp^s  Thev  have  also  shown  that  the 
can  heart)  that  the  declaration  "^w  promulged  m  ,  pau  d  G^^^^^^  ^^^  ^.,^^^  ^^^^^^^^  ^^ 

relation  to  this  subject,  m;i11  not  be  deprte  I  frc^m  ,  abcnib^^^^^^^ 
by  any  succeeding  legislature,  except  '"^^'^'^'KendcncXS^^^ 

cumstances  (should  any  such  ever  ansa  in  the  pro-  ^^^"  '^^^Jii'^^P;^  J"  aU  the  slaveholdmg  States.  As 
gress  of  our  country  in  ^'hich  a  departure  from  i  ^,;;^^^J'''^\  f^J^^^V^'then,  would  follow  such  action 
would  not  be  regarded  by  the  ^f^^^l^^^^;  'ix-f^^SonTe  States,  your  committee  need  not 
themselves,  as  a  wanion  or  arbitrary  ui..action  ot  |  ^»  |^  jt!^^-^^,;,;^^^^  cf  providing  for  "  the  common  dc- 
the  public  faith !  .  „„„„,..    f^nA^  LV/ ^' Congress  Vv-ould  be  called  upon  to  pro- 

Your  commiifce  are  farther  instmcted  to  report,  f'^.^^e  f  y  ^{;>^  W       .  j.       „  ^-^^  consccpi^nce  of  it, 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  Congress  ought  1  vide  lor  tne  common  daence^  yi^  ^^^^  ^i^  r,.,p,ppn: 

not      '        "  * 

trict 


conclu-sionrupon  that  point,  they  tbel  bound,  under  j  ?""  °o  f^j^  "^Th'rs;me  ^ro^i^fon  which  enjoins  it 
the  mstructioA  of  the  House,  to  offer  a  few  sugge.-  be  ^^"^f  ,^  J/'^,^™^,St  to  "  guaranty  to  each 


tioRs  under  this  head 


m    F^er^C^vnment  w.s  the  creation  of  the  Sta^e  ^  -P^--,5^4^S^S'.'o;ii^c^'' 

States  of  the  Confederacy,  and  the  great  objects  of  ^««,P>«'^^f,^^;{.;' ^^^/.^^^Siv^o^^  lo  take 

its  creation  and  organization  '  were  to  form  amore  evidently  imp.cs  he  ^ou^^^l^   inevitable  tendency 

perfect  union,  establish   .ius:.c^,   msure  ^oniestic  no  s  ep  of  wb  ch  t  e  d.re^ 

Franquillity  and  provide  for  the  -mmon  defence  won  d  bo  oveUh.o..t^  ^ 

and  general  welfare.  .  i 'loo^ictir.n     Tn  one  word  if  it  be  the  duty  of 

Afply  these  principles,  then,  to  an  interference  ^^-^^  J^^^oJ^Jf  "  J^^^^  support  ar.d  pre- 

byConlress  with  3hl^^r3^m  the  D.s^^^  the  UniSJ:,  then  it  is 


manner  as  possible,  to  .•^how  that  it  would  not  be  m 
accordance  with  either  of  them. 

First,  then,  as  to  the  District  itself. 

it  has  alreadv  been  shovsTi,  that  any  mterierence, 
unsolicited  by  the  inhabitants  of  the  District,  can 


anv  lepiElation  wnicn  may  jcan  i^  ...v,..  ^.~.-.-- --- 
Your  Committee  consider  these  positions  too  ob- 
vious to  reouire  argument  or  illustration.  They 
consider  it  eouary  manifest,  that  any  al  emp  to 
abolish  slavery  in  the  District,  would  necessarily 
tend  to  the  deplorable  con.sequences  to  which  they 


unsolicited  by  the  inhabitants  of  the  L  isirict,  ct=m-    er^i  lo  uc  uh^>u.c».^^  ^ 

not  ."  establish  if-^fS^J^^  .!^;S^"^I  eS^t^S^S^e  oF^whilli^rbids  it  to  interfere 
justice  withiQ  It,  biu  diiectlj  the  leverse.  V( ,  r.,^,,' ';/;;'/ ir,  -nv  of  the  States,  to  abstam  from 
greater  degree  of  slavery  exists  here  now,  than  did  ,  with  ^  ^ff^.^^^^^^  ^^^  ir  the  oStrict  of  CcUunbia. 
exist  when  the  constitution  was  adopted,  and  then  a":F. ^"f  .^;,^^";^J:^^^  'aLadv  adverted  to  the 

the  inhabitants  of  the  District  were  citizens  of  the  ^J™^'^^^£'^i  to  the  surround- 
St'atesof  Maryland  and  Virgmia,  and  had  a  voice  e^-^l|,  '>f^V\  "i  ^o  the  s?a  e  S'ates  generally,  from 
in  the  adoption  of  that  instrument.  Sureiy  their  I  mg  States  f '^'i 'O,  f^.  ^^^'Vw^^^^^  the  insii,u  ion  of 
subsequent\ransfer  to  the  jurisdiction  of  Congress  j  any  '^^'^^^  ff/jW^^f/^^^l'iS)  a  The  nature 
luade^nconfbrmitywiththatconstituucm  coiudnc.  ^bvery  m    he  D^ric.  ot  ^^^^^^^^  ,,q^,. 


deprive  them  of  the  protection  to  which  they  were 
entitled  by  these  great  leading  principles  of  it.  On 
the  contrarv,  thev  had  every  right  to  expect  that 
Cor^-ress  w'ould  "  establish  justice,"  as  to  them,  m 
strict  compliance  with   the  great  charter  imder 


and  magnitude  of  those  evils,  howeyer,  require 
that  they  should  be  exhibited  more  fully  and  di.- 

*  Con.  art.  1,  sec.  8. 
f  Art.  4,  sec.  4. 
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STh  r  ™^''^'  ?'  this  proposition  were  sus- 
J^pmI  -T  C-o'igress,  what  would  it  be  but  indi- 
rect legislation,  or  rather  direct  interference  as  re- 
gards the  rights  and  properly  of  the  southern  States. 
And  can  any  one  imagine  that  such  a  state  of  thm-s 
would  be  patiently  borne  ]  But  this  is  not  all  S 
1    IS  not  half  the  evil  that  would  follow. 


happiness  ot  our  country  ]    On  the'  corurary,  woiiid 
It  not  produce  consequences  directly  the  reverse  t 
Are  not  the  slaves  unfit  for  freedom ;  notoriously  io-1 
norant,  servile,  and  depraved  1  and  would  any  ra- 
tional man  have  them  instantaneously  tiansfoimed 
into  freemen,  with  all  the  rights  and  privileges  of 
Could   American  cuizensi     Are  they  capable  of  under- 
whnc  I  standmg  correctly  the  nature  of  our  Government 
or  exercising  judiciously  a  single  political  right  or 
privilege.    Nay,  would  they  even  be  capable  of 
earning  their  own  livelihood,  or  rearing  their  fami- 
lies independently  br  their  own  ingenuity  and  in- 
dustry !     What  then  would  follow  from  their  libera- 
tioii,  but  the  most  deplorable  state  of  society  with 
which  any  civilized   country  wsa  ever  cursed'? 
How  would  vice  and  immorality,  and  licentious- 
ness,  overrun  the  land  1     How"  manv  jails  and 
penitentiaries,   that  now  seldom  hold  a  prisoner 


1  1  ,     ,.  "''    '^"-""lu    lUiJOW.       (JOlll 

slavery  be  abolished  in  the  District  without  leadm 
i.u,l^  """'  inevitably  to  insubordination  and  ren- 
voi t  hroughout  the  south?  And  can  anyone  de- 
sire to  produce  such  results  ?  Is  there  a  "man  who 
has  forgotten  the  history  of  St.  Domingo,  or  the  in" 
^-urgent  attempt  at  Charleston,  or  the  tragical  scenes 
at  Southamptoii !  or  the  recent  and  kunenrable  occur- 
rences m  the  States  of  Louisiana  and  Mississippi 
or  is  there  an  individual  who  ^vould  wish  them  re- 
peated, and  extended  throughout  the  entire  re'ion 
of  the  south  ?    Why,  then,  will  infatuated  itidivuiu^ 

als  persist  in  pressing-  a  scheme  wliir^h  i*  n^!  „„i  M^^-^IYu""""-'  ,''",'"-  """^  «eiaom  nold  a  prisoner, 
impracticable    as  reS-,r.-t  ViTlv'V      u  .  f  °"r^  ^''""'^^  ^^  crowded  to  suliication  1    How  manv  fer- 

M'lt^i  evil  to' th  vel-robie  N^fj^'rlolip'^tl?'  '"'l^''  ^^^: ,"°"  ^"''^  '■'^^^'^^-  -''  ^Sant 
benefit  ?    True  philanthronv^v.n ll  »,/  f?^  "   harvests,  would  lie  unoccupied  and  desolate  ?    How 

.iect,  seeing  the  d^ist^^acSt^nS^^^^^^^^^^  "1'  '^^  ^^°"*  decline 

fill  conseq'iences  it  inZVes  ftZotu  e.vlli  ^  ff  f  ^^appear  1  How  many  thousands  of  seamen, 
those  whotn  it  most  Concerns"  and  who  nW  \°.  I  I 'T '°'"  'f  *'™  agriculture  is  the  very  life,  would 
competent  to  act  upon  it  It  would  rnf^nt.'^  '^'7'^''  '"'  '''PP*'"  *°  ^'"''''^Sn  countries?  And 
and  to  the  gradual  operation  oSl,^?^^^^^  >,  ''  I  f""''^  ^."^'  ^  P°'''"'^  ^^  ^'"^  ^^^^'-'-^^  revenue,  derived 
arise  of  themselves  Em  whl^h^ar",^^!^^:!^!?^  ^.^I^!!"  •^Tr^j']-  exchangedibr  southern 


arise  Of  themselves,  but  Mdiich  can  neither  he  pro- 

nowe  o?i/^"  r""'^  ^^'^'"^■'^^S"  interference,  or^t^'e 
powei  of  this  Government.     Why,  then  yot  r  com- 

TS^'^'^'^'y  ^^P^f;  -''y  ^^Se^  nieaLire  whiSi 
j'e  sWpLHP'''«;'f''''^  '^  "'^^^'  ^^^i<^h  none  but 
whh  h  ifi  ^"^  ^'^'''  '?^"  ^  "-^^'  f°  ^'^t  on,  and 
iTarr    ,   r  'V^^'f^  ''''''^  '^''"  ^'^'^3^«  ^crease,  the 

JaTcrusaSeV  ^^  ^'^  ""'^^'''^  ^^''  "'"^^  and  fanati- 

..in^^  ''""''^  ^''''^  ^'''^^  ''''^  ^""^"^^  of -eneral  eman- 
-':!?;:':^°".^^'«iP'-aciicable.     The  slightest  refiectfon 


products,  would  be  lost  forever  to  this  Government 
And,  in  additionto  all  this,  what  would  be  the  con- 
dition of  southern  society,  were  all  the  slaves  eman- 
cipated 1  Would  file  whites  consent  that  the  blacks 
should  be  placed  upon  a  full  footing  of  equality 
with  them  1  Unquestionably  not !  Either  the  one 
class  or  the  other  would  be  ibrced  to  emigrate,  and 
m  either  case,  the  whole  region  of  the  south  would 
be  a  scene  of  poveity  and  ruin.  Or,  what  is  still 
mor<j  probable,  the  blacks  would  every  where  be 
driven  before  the  whites,  as  the  Indians" have  been 
until  they  were  exterminated  from  the  earth.     And 


must  satisfyeVery  c?ndid  mind  o^" tl  p  t, ni^    r  i-^  -^-^ ^'''"'  exterminated  from  the  earth.     And 

assertion  ^  ^^  "'^  '^"'^  ''^^^'^  |  ^"^'^^J'  '^  '^  unnecessary  to  remark,  that  decay  and 

Admittino-  tint  fV,p  t?^a^,.„i  r<  ,  «esolation  could  not  break  down  the  south,  "with- 

right  to  Supt  til  iSttw^Srh'^^^^^  cortespondmg  depression   upon 

not,  it  certainly  LverSr^''^^^"^'^^^  enterprise  of  the  northern  States, 

tion  without  fcfll  compSSLn  o  ifp  n,^^^^  "Pf'^;  ,  "''  '^-'?  ^^'  "'  '''^'  '"">  '''^^'  ^'""'d  ^^  *e  condi- 
what  would  t^rob^lTCMf™^^^.^^^^^"^  And  j  tion  ol  the  non-slaveholding  States  themselves  as 
aggregate  vlh?eof\]l  hL  ™'  required]  The  regards  the  blacks'?  Are  thev  prepared  to  rece  Je- 
n^nSUSvtbnn  fo,r.|  ^Tf  «.(P™Perty  is  !  myriads ofncgroes,  and  place"them\,pon an  eqifai! 
lars !  ZcVhow^ou  itel^^u'^^r:>^  "''"r^  "^^^"^-  i  '^  "'^^^^  '^'"^  ^''^^  ''^^'^  '^borers  and  m?chanic^  who  / 
Will  tht  neo  Xnf  fi  """"'"  ^^  ™^'^^d  1  constiJutc  their  pride  and  strength  1     Will  the  new    (' 

impostor  o?op"prSivTu;Z  T]iatX",f  '^  ''f  h  ^^'"^  '''''''''  'h  ^^""i  '^'"-^^"^^  ^^^'^  be  occuS    ' 
may  be  annli-d  in  tl^o  n„.  k    '      f  ,  ^^  proceeds  by  negroes,  instead  of  the  enterprising,  intelligent 

idel  is^  p?'pistrou  aSd  not"n?v  t^V .  '^^'  ^^^'T'^''^  P°P"1"^^""'  ^^^^^^^  '^  ^'^i'  -"- 
.  susceptible  of  demonstration  ha?  Jv^nf  '^  "  ''  c",^  uT  ^'''''^^''  from  other  portions  of  the  Union  1 
al  appropriation  T?en  Si  ns  Ip?.  n  /"'Nf"''""  u^'f  '''°  yeomanry  ol  those  States  be  surrounded 
plied  to  the  ptiichase  an  ?transnortnf1nW^y  ^P- 1  /  "^'^^^^  "^ ■^"■^^  beings,  and  the  white  laborer 
the  whole  in  niber  woiSd  Uf  befe^iibn^^  a      o  ""  "  ^^^^Pf^V'^^"  ^°'^  association  with  them? 

at  the  expiration  of  ha  fnrlnn'l?)  -  ^'™""'*'^d  ^''^  ^''^^  *?  enjoy  the  same  civil  and  political  privi- 
growth  a^nrmultiilication  of^^  a.  the  free  white  cili.ensof  \he  nortlf  and 

the  Treasury  as  wK?lritwmihl<^m  h  ^"''^^^^^^ 

le.ss  expense  and  anTntemnS"wml.^^'^^  comj^anions?    Nothing  less  than  all 

view  of  the  siilWrt  <.n!-!  ,  Vr      '''^-  /nci  this  this  will  constitute  perfect  freedom  and  the  princi- 

prove  that  of  S  ifp  ^  ^^  ''  sufficient  of  itself  to  pies  now  maintained  bv  those  who  advocate  eman- 
fanati'cism  the  ?Je     nf  ,      ™"'  f '''''  P''"'"^''^''^  '^y   cipation  would,  if  carried  out,  necessarily  prcSe 

themosr^isioLrt^nlmTacd^^^^^^^  Vet.wbo'believestha'tSWS 

But  even  if  tip  '^i,       P      ^^b'*^-  pe  tolerated  for  a  moment?    Already  have  laws 

wouM'be\4ed  wlZ^^'Ai'l'^'f'"''  "f^^  ^f f  P'"'''  W''''^'  ''  ''^^  noniaVXlIlin^ 
Congress  couM  emarcipate  fll  tL  f^^"'''  'hat  States  to  e.vclude  free  blacks  from  a  settlemen'i 
Union,issuch  a™tffsirSp7     T  '''  the  |  within  their  limits;  and  a  prospect  of  general  and 

is  addWd  to  the  sober    ensi  of  I'f  '^"e^tion  1  nnmedia  e  abolition  would  comi^el  them,  in  self- 
sooer  sense  of  the  people  of  1  defence,  to  resort  to  a  system  of  measures  much 
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rigorous  and  effective  than  any  which  have  i  fore,  that  the  spirit  of  abolition,  or  in  other  words, 


vet  been  adopted.  Driven  from  the  south  then,  the 
blacks  would  find  no  place  of  refuge  in  the  north  ; 
and.  as  before  rem.^rked,  utter  extermination  would 
be  the  probable,  if  noi  the  inevitable,  fate  of  the 
whole  lace.  Where  is  the  citizen  then,  that  can 
desire  such  results  1  Where  the  American  who 
can  contemplate  them  without  emotion'?  Where 
the  abolitionist  that  will  not  pause,  in  view  of  the 
direful  consequences  of  his  scheme,  both  to  the 
whites  and  the  blacks,  to  the  north  and  the  south, 
and  to  the  wliole  Union  at  large  1 

Your  committee  deem  it  their  duty  to  say  that,in 
theii-  opinion,  the  people  of  the  south  have  been  very 
unjustlv  censured  in  reference  to  slavery.  It  is  not 
their  purpose,  however,  to  defend  them.  Tiieir 
character,  as  men  and  citizens,  needs  no  vindica- 
tion from  us.  Wlierever  it  is  Imown  it  sp,eaks  for 
itself,  nor  would  any  wantonly  traduce  it,  but  tliose 
assassins  of  repiilaiion,  who  are  also  willing  to  be 
the  destroyers  of  life.  Exaggerated  pictures  have 
been  drawnof  the  hardships  of  the  slave,  and  every 
effort  made  to  malign  thesoutli,and  to  enlist  against 
it  both  the  religious  and  political  feeling  of  the 
north.  Your  committee  cannot  too  strongly  ex- 
press their  unanimous  and  unqualified  disapproba- 
tion of  all  such  movements.  The  coni^titution,  un- 
der which  we  live,  was  framed  by  our  common  an- 


of  illegal  and  officious  interference  with  the  domes- 
tic institutions  of  the  .south,  should  be  arrested  and 
put  down  ;  anil  men  of  intelligence  and  intluence  at 
the  north  should  endeavor  to  produce  that  sound 
and  rational  state  of  public  opinion  which  is  equally 
due  to  the  south  and  to  the  preservation  of  the 
Union. 

And  this  brings  your  committee  to  the  last  posi- 
tion they  have  been  instructed  to  sustain;  and  that 
is,  that,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  Congress 
ought  not  to  interlere,  in  any  way,  with  shivery  in 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

3dly.  Because  it  would  be  dangerous  to  the 
Union. 

The  first  great  object  enumerated  in  tlie  consti- 
tution, as  an  inducement  to  its  adoption,  was  to 
"  form  a  more  perfect  union."  At  that  time,  all 
the  States  held  slaves,  to  a  greater  or  less  extent; 
and  slavery  in  the  States  was  fully  recognised  and 
provided  for,  in  many  particulars,  in  that  instru- 
ment itself  It  was  rec-ognised,  however,  and  all 
the  provisions  upon  the  subject  so  regarded  it,  as  a 
State,  and  not  a  national  institution.  At  that  time, 
too,  as  has  been  before  remarked,  the  District  of 
Columbia  constituted  an  integral  part  of  two  of 
the  independent  States  Avhich  became  parties  to 
the  Confederacy    and    to  the    constiti.iion  itself. 


cestors,  to  pre.serve  the  liberty  and  independence    Since  that  time  an  entiri*  emancipation  of  slaves 

achieved  by  their  united  elibrts  in  the  council  and    '       ■  '  '-"  '  '    '''' '  '  "^  "■-  -'" 

the  field.  In  all  our  contests  \j'ith  foreign  enemies, 
the  south  has  exhibited  an  unwavering  attachment 
r.0  the  common  cause.  Where  is  the  spot  of  which 
Americans  are  prouder  than  the  plains  of  York- 
town  1  Or,  when  was  Britain  more  humbled,  or 
America  more  honored,  than  by  the  victory  of  New 


has  taken  place  in  several  of  the  old  States;  but  in 
all  cases  this  has  been  the  work  of  tlie  States  them- 
selves, without  any  interference  whatever  by  the 
Federal  Government.  New  States  have  also  been 
admitted  into  the  Union,  with  an  interdiction  in 
their  constitutions  against  involiuitary  servitude, 
n  this  way,  the  slave  States  have  become  a  mi- 


Orleans  1     All   our   history,   from  the   revolution   nority  in  representation  in  the  Federal  Legislature 


down,  attests  the  high,  and  uniform,  and  devoted 
patriotism  cf  the  south.  Her  domestic  institutions 
are  her  own.  They  were  brought  into  the  Union 
with  her,  and  secured  by  the  compact  which  makes 
us  one  people  ;  and  he  who  would  sow  dissensions 
among  members  of  the  same  great  political  family, 
by  assailing  the  institutions,  and  impugning  the 
character  of  the  citizens  of  the  south,  should  be're- 
garded  as  an  enemy  to  the  peace  and  prosperity  of 
our  common  country. 

If  there  is  a  feature  by  which  the  present  age  may 
be  said  to  be  characterized,  it  is  that  sickly  senti- 
mentality which,  disregaiding  the  pressing  claims 
and  wants  of  its  own  immediate  neighborhood,  or 
town,  or  State,  wastes  and  dissipates  itself  in 
visionary,  and  often  very  mischievous,  enterprizes, 
for  the  imaginary  benefit  of  remote  communities. 
True  philanthropy,  rightly  understood  and  pro- 
perly applied,  is  one  of  the  purest  and  most  enob- 


Their  interests,  however,  as  States,  in  the  institu- 
tion of  domestic  slavery,  as  it  exists  within  their 
limits,  have  not  diminished,  nor  has  their  riglit  to 
perfect  security  under  the  constitution,  in  reference 
to  this  description  of  property,  been  in  any  way,  or 
to  any  degree,  surrendered  or  impaired,  since  the 
adoption  of  that  instrument  by  themselves  and 
their  sister  States. 

The  operation  of  causes,  to  a  great  extent  natu- 
ral, and  proceeding  from  climate,  soil,  and  conse- 
quent production,  has  rendered  slavery  a  local  and 
sectional  institution,  and  has  thus  added  another  to 
the  most  alarming  apprehensions  of  patriots  for  the 
perpetuity  of  this  Union — the  apprehension  of  local 
and  geographical  interests  and  distinctions.  How 
immensely  important  is  it  then,  that  Congress 
should  do  no  act,  and  assume  no  jurisdiction,  in 
reference  to  this  great  interest,  uy  which  it  shall 
ever  appear  to  place  itself  in  the  attitude  of  a  local, 


iingprinciples  of  our  nature;  but,  misdirected  or  instead  of  a  national  tribunal — a  partial  agent,  pro- 


perverted,  "it  degenerates  into  that  fell  spirit 
fanaticism  which  disregards  all  ties,  and  tramples 
on  all  obstacles,  however  sacred  or  venerable,  in 
the  relentless  prosecution  of  its  horrid  purposes. 
Experience  proves,  however, that,  when  individuals 
in  one  place,  mistaking  the  true  character  of  bene- 
volence, rashly  undertake,  at  the  immenent  hazard 
of  conflict  and  convulsion,  to  remedy  what  they  are 
pleased  to  consider  evils  and  distresses  in  another, 
it  is  naturally  regarded  by  those  who  are  thus  in- 
jured, either  as  a  species  of  madness  which  may  be 
repelled  or  resisted,  as  any  other  madness  may,  or 
as  manifesting  afeeling  of  hostility  on  the  one  side, 
which  must  necessarily  prodtice  corresponding 
alienation  on  the  other.     It  is  all  important,  there- 


viding  for  peculiar  and  sectional  objects  and  feel- 
ings, instead  of  a  generaland  paternal  legislature, 
equally  and  impartially  promoting  the  general  wel- 
fare of  all  the  Slates.  No  one  can  fail  to  see,  that 
any  other  course  on  the  part  of  Congress,  must 
weaken  the  confidence  of  the  injured  States  in  the 
federal  authority,  and,  to  the  same  extent,  prove 
"  dangerous  to  the  Union."' 

Since  the  adoption  of  the  Federal  Constitution, 
the  District  of  Columbia  has  been  ceded  to  the 
United  Stales  as  a  seat  of  the  Federal  Governmi'nl; 
but  not  only  many  eminent  statesmen  of  the  coun- 
try, but  all  of  the  slaveholding  States,  speaking 
ihrough  their  legislative  assemblies,  firmly  believe 
and  insist  that  the  cession  so  made  has  conferred 
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upon  Congress  no  constitulional  power  to  abolish 
slavery  within  the  ceded  territory.  Your  commit- 
tee have  abstained  from  an  examination  of  this 
question,  because  they  were  not  instructed  to  dis- 
cuss it.  But  they  have  no  hesitation  to  say,  that, 
in  the  view  they  have  taken  of  the  v/hole  question, 
the  obligations  of  Congress  not  to  act  on  this  sub- 
ject are  as  fully  binding  and  insuperable  as  a  posi- 
tive constitutional  interdict,  or  an  open  acknow- 
ledgment of  want  of  power. 

Considering  the  subject  in  this  light,  your  com- 
mittee have  already  proved,  thai,  any  interference 
by  Congress  wiih  the  subject  of  slavery,  would  be 
evidently  calculated  to  injure  the  interests  and  dis- 
turb the  peace  of  the  slaveholding  Stales;  and  if 
they  have  succeeded  in  establishing  this  position, 
no  argument  is  necessary  to  show,  that  such  con- 
.sequences,  springing  from  ihe  action  of  Congress 
as  the  local  legislature  of  the  District,  would  emi- 
nently endanger  the  existence  of,  this  Union.     It 
has  also  been  shown,  that  Congress,  as  the  legisla- 
ture of  the  Union,  can  have  no  constitutional  power 
over  tlus  subject;  and  that  its  powers,  as  a  local 
legislature  of  the  District,  were  granted  for  the 
mere  purpose  of  rendering  its  general  powers  per- 
fect and  free  from  conflict  and  collision  with  Sfate 
authorities.      It  has  also  been  shown   that  these 
local  powers  should  be  so  exercised  as  to  confer 
the  greatest    benefits  upon   the  citizens  residing 
within  the  District,  with  the  least  possible  injury 
to  the  peculiar  interests  of  any  State,  or  the  general 
interests  of  all  the  States.    Your  committee  have 
also  shown,  as  they  think  successfully,  that  the 
abolition  of  slavery  in  the  Distiict  of  Columbia 
would  be  a  deep  injury  to  the  citizens  of  the  Dis- 
trict, and,  therefore,  a  violation  of  the  trust  reposed 
in  Congress  as  tlie  local  legislature  of  the  District; 
and,  also,  thai  it  v»'ould  inflict  an  incurable  injury 
upon  all  the  slaveholding  States,  and  would,  there- 
fore, be  an  equal  violation  of  the  trust  reposed  in 
that  body  as  the   Legislature  of  the  Union.      If, 
then,  they  have  established  these  positions,  as  they 
think  they  have,  can  any  one  doubt  that  the  action 
contemplated  would  be  "  dangerous  to  the  Union!" 
being  directly  calculated,  as  it  would  be,  to  weaken 
Llie  confidence  of  the  District  in  Congess  as  a  safe 
and  faitlil^ul  local  legislature,  and  the  confidence  of 
the  slaveholding  States^as  an  impartial  guardian  of 
their  in;  crests. 

Important  as  the  Uuion  is  to  each  Stale,  and  to 
the  Avhole  American  people,  every  one  will  admit 
that,  as  ic.r  a,s  possible,  strict  impartiality  and  kind 
feebngs  to  all  the  interests  and  all  the  sections  of 
the  country  should  characterize  the  action  of  the 
Federal  t;fOvernment.  The  Union  was  formed  for 
the  common  and  equal  benefit  of  all  the  States,  and 
for  the  perfect  and  equal  protection  of  the  rights 
and  interests  of  all  the  citizens  of  all  the  States. 
Its  only  strength  is  in  the  confidence  of  the  States, 
and  of  the  people,  that  these  great  benefits  will  con- 
tinue to  be  secured  to  them,  and  that  these  great 
purposes  will  be  accomplished  by  its  preservation . 
Any  action,  therefore,  on  the  part  of  Congress, 
which  shall  weaken  or  destroy  that  confidence  in 
any  portion  of  our  citizens,  or  in  any  State  of  the 
Union,  must  inevitably,  to  that  extent,  endanger 
the  Union  itself!  Who  can  doubt  this  reasoning? 
Who  does  not  know  that  the  agitation  of  any  ques- 
tion connected  v^'ith  domestic  slavery,  as  it  exists 
this  country,  among  any  portion  of  our  citizens, 
creates  apprehension  and  excitement  in  Die  .slave- 
holding  States]   Who  does  not  know  that  the  agj- 


tatioji  of  any  such  question  in  either  branch  of 
Congress,  shakes  their  confidence  in  the  security  of 
their  most  important  interests,  and,  consequently, 
in  the  continuance  to  them  of  those  great  benefits, 
to  secure  which  they  became  parties  to  the  Union  1 
Who  then  does  not  believe  that  any  action  by  Con- 
gress, having  for  its  object  the  abolition  of  slavery 
in  any  portion  of  the  Union,  however  narrow  or 
limited  it  may  be,  M-ould  necessarily   impair  tlie 
confidence  of  the  slaveholding  States  in  their  se- 
curity in  relation  to  this  description  of  property,  put 
an  end  to  all  their  hope  of  benefits  to  be  derived  to 
them  Irom  the  further  continuance  of  the  Union, 
and  alienate  their  afiections  from  itl     Were  Con- 
gress, in  a  single  instance,  to  suffer  itself  to  be  im- 
pelled by  mere  feeling  in  one  portion  of  the  Union, 
to  attempt  a  gratification  of  that  feeling  at  the 
sacrifice  of  the  dearest  interests  and  most  sacred 
rights  of  another  portion,    who    can  doubt  thai 
the  Union  would  be  seriously  endangered,  if  not 
destroyed!     But  this  conclusion  does  not  depend 
upon  reasoning  alone.     The  evidences  of  public 
sentiment  on  this  point,  are  equally  abundant  and 
decisive.    Your  committee  having  already  extend- 
ed their  report  beyond  the  limits  to  which  they  could 
have  wished  to  confine  it,  v.ill  enter  into  no  details 
upon  this  portion  of  their  duty.     Suffice  it  to  say 
that  the  Legislatures  of  several,  if  not  a'l,  ihe  slave- 
holding  States,  have  solemnly  resolved  that  "  Con- 
gress has  no  constitutional  authority  to  abolish  sla- 
very in  the  District  of  Columbia."    It  would  be  ut- 
terly impossible,  therefore,  that  any  such  attempt 
should  be  made  by  Congress,  without  producing  at> 
exciiement,  and  involving  consequences,  which  no 
pa' not  can  contemplate  without  the  most  painful 
eihotions.     It  woul.t  be  regarded  by  the  .-iavehold-  - 
ing  States  as  an  entering  wedge  to  a  scheme  of 
general  emancipation,  and,  therefore,  tend  to  pro- 
duce the  same  results,  in  relation  to  the  Federal 
Government  and  the  Union,   that  would  be  pro* 
duced  by  tlie  adoption  of  any  measure  directly  af- 
lecting  the  domestic  institutions  of  the  States  them- 
selves.   Your  committee  will  not  dwell  upon  the 
picture  that  is  thus  presented  to  their  minds.     The 
reflection  it  excites  is  one  of  mingled  bitterness  and 
horror.     It  is  one,  they  tru.^t,  which  is  never  to  be 
realized.     Looking  upon  their  beloved  coLuitry,  a? 
it  now  stands,   the  ein"y    and  admiration    of  the 
world;  contemplating,  as  they  do,  that  unrivalled 
constitution,  by  which  a  beautious  family  of  con- 
federated States,  each  independent  in  its  own  sepa- 
rate sphere,  revolve  aroimd  a  Federal  head  with 
all  the  harmony  and  rt-gularity  of  the  planetaiy 
system;  and  knovv'ing  as  they  do,  that  under  the 
beneficient  influence  of  our  free  institutions,  the 
people  of  this  country  enjoy  a  degree  of  liberty, 
prosperity  and  happiness,  not  only  unj'rosscssed,  but 
scarcely  imagined,  by  smy  other  upon  earth;  they 
cannot  and  will  not  advert  to  tlie  horror.s,  or  depict 
the  consequences  of  that  most  awftd  day,  when  the 
sun  of  American  freedom  shall  go  down  in  blood, 
and  nothing  remain  of  tliis  glorious  Republic  biU 
the  heeding,  scattered,  and  dishonored  fragments 
It  would,  indeed,  be  the  extinction  of  the  world's 
last  luipe,  and  tiie  jubilee  of  tyranny  over  all  the 
earth! 

But  your  committee  feci,  that  with  these  painful 
impressions  on  their  minds,  they  would  but  itnper- 
fec'dy  di.-:c!)arge  their  duty  if  they  did  not  make  atk  ' 
earnest  appeal  to  the  patriotisin  of  the  American 
People  to  sustain  the.  rrsnlulion  adopted  by  thi? 
House.    And  th.ey  v.ottld  al^;o  appeal  '.o  the  gi.vod 
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;  t  nse  nnd  good  feelings  of  that  portion  of  the  aboli- 
tionists, who,  acting  under  a  mistaken  sense  of 
moral  and  religious  dutj^,  have  embarked  in  this 
crusade  against  the  South,  solemn)}^  invoking  them, 
in  the  name  of  our  conamon  country,  to  abstain 
from  a  system  of  agitation  which  has  not  only  fail- 
ed, and  will  always  fail,  to  attain  its  objects,  but 
has  even  brought  "the  Union  itself  into  a  state  of 
imminent  and  fearful  peril.  It  is  confidently  be- 
lieved that  this  appeal  will  not  be  made  in  vain, 
and  that  hereafter  all  who  truly  love  their  country 
will  manifest  their  patriotism  by  avoiding  this  un- 
happy cause  of  discord  and  disunion;  and  that 
they  will  make  no  further  exertions  upon  a  subject, 
froi-n  the  continued  agitation  of  which  nothing  but 
augmented  evils  can  result. 

Your  committee  conclude  by  reporting  the  fol- 
lowing resolutions,  conformably  to  the  instructions 
given  them  by  the  House : 

Resolved,  That  Congress  possesses  no  constitu- 
tional authority  to  interfere  in  any  way  with  the 
institution  of  slavery  in  any  of  the  States  of  this 
Confederacy. 

Resolved,  That  Congress  ought  not  to  interfere 
in  any  way  with  slavery  in  the  District  of  Colum  • 
bia. 

And  whereas  it  is  extremelj''  important  and  de- 
sirable, that  the  agitation  of  this  subject  should  be 
finally  arrested,  for  the  purpose  of  restoring  tran- 
quillity to  the  public  mind,  your  committee  respect- 
fully recommend  the  adoption  of  the  following  ad- 
ditional resolution,  viz: 

Resolved,  That  all  petitions,  memorials,  resolu 
tions,  propositions,  or  papers,  relating  in  any  way 
or  to  any  extent  whatever,  to  the  subject  of  slavery 
or  the  abolition  of  slavery,  shall,  without  either 
being  printed  or  referred,  be  laid  upon  the  table 
and  that  no  further  action  whatever  shall  be  had 
thereon. 

HOUSE  OF.  REPRESENTATIVES. 

Wednesday,  May  25,  1836. 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  adoption  of  tlie  first  re- 
solution: 

YEAS— Messrs.  C.  Allan,  II.  Allen,  Antliony,  Ash,  Bailey, 
rSarton,  Beale,  Bean,  Beaumont,  Bockee,  Bond,  Boon,  Borden, 
Bouldin,  Bovee,  Beyd,  Briggs,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Bunch, 
Burns,  W.  B.  Calhoun,  Cambrelens;,  Carr,  Casey,  G.  Cham- 
bers, Chancy,  Chapman,  Chapin,  N.  II.  Claiborne,  J.  F.  11. 
Clail)orne,  ClevelaHd,  CotTee,  Coles,  Connor,  Corwin,  Craig, 
Cramer,  Crane,  Cushing,  Cushniau,  Deberry,  Dickerson, 
Poubleday,  Dromgoole,  Dunlap,  Fairfield,  Farlin,  French,  Fry, 
P.  C.  Fuller,  W.  K.  Fuller,  Galbraitli,.!.  Garland,  Gillett,  Gran 
ger,  Grantland,  Graves,  Grennell,  Haley,  J.  Hal!,  H.  Hall, 
Haraer,  Hannegan,  Hard,  Harlan,  Harper,  S.  S.  Harrison.  A. 
G.  Harrison,  Hawes,  Haynes,  Henderson,  Ileisfer,  Hoar,  Hot- 
sey,  Howard,  Howell,  Hub'ey,  Hunt,  Huntington,  Huntsman, 
Ingersoll,  Ingham,  .1.  .Jackson,  J.  Johnson,  R.  M.  Johnson,  C. 
.(ohnson,  H.  Johnson,  J.  W.  Jones,  Judson,  Kennon,  Kilgore, 
Kinnard,  Klingensniith,  Lane,  Lansing,  Laporte,  Lawler,  Law- 
rence, Lay,  G.  Lee,  J.  Lee,  L.  Lea,  Leonard,  Lincoln,  Logan, 
Love,  Loyall,  Lyon.  A.  Mann,  J.  Mann,  Martin,  W.  Mason,  M. 
Mason,  S.  Mason,  May,  McCarty,  Mcfioinas,  McKay,  McKen- 
nan,  McKeon,  McKim,  McLene,  Mercer,  Miller,  Milligan, 
Montgomery,  Morgan,  Morris,  Muldenberg,  Owens,  Parker, 
Parks,  Patterson,  Patton,  F.  Pierce,  D.  J.  Pearce,  Pettigrew, 
Phelps,  Pinckney,  Reed,  Renclier,  John  Reynolds,  Joseph 
Reynolds,  Ripley,  Roane,  Rogers,  Schenck,  Seymour,  W.B. 
Shepard,  A.  H.  Shepperd,  Shields,  Shinn,  Sickles,  Smith, 
.Spangler,  Speight,  Sprague,  Standefer,  Steele,  Storer,  Suther- 
land, Taliaferro,  Taylor,  Thomas,  J.  Thompson,  Toucey, 
Towns,  Turner,  Turrill,  Underwood,  Vanderpoel,  Vinton, 
Wagner,  Ward,  Wardwell,  Webster,  Weeks,  White,  Whittle- 
sey, L.  Williams,  and  S.  Williams— 182. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Adams,  Clark,  Denny,  Everett,  W.  Jack- 
son, Janes,  Phillips,  Potts,  andSlade — 9. 

VVhen  tlie  name  of  Mr.  GLASCOCK  was  called,  he  declined 
voting  and  asked  to  be  excused.  His  objections  to  the  resolution 
had  been  made  known  on  a  former  occasion.  He  had  seen  no 
reason  to  alter  his  opinion,  and  wotild  never  assent  to  raise  the 
question  of  slavery  in  the  States  in  any  manner  or  Ibrm  what- 
ever. 

Messrs.  PICKENS  and  ROBERTSON  also  asked  to  be  ex- 


called,  he  rose  and  remarked  that  he  could  not,  in  conscieitu;. 
vote  upon  the  resolution,  nor  could  lie  ask  lu  be  excused. 

Mr.  WISE,  in  answer  to  his  name,  said:  I  positively  refuse  to 
vote  upon  tliat  question. 

The  roll  having  been  called  through — 

The  question  first  recurred  on  the  motion  to  excuse  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  (Mr.  Glascock)  from  voting. 

Mr.  ADAMS  demanded  that  the  gentleman's  reasons  be  re- 
duced to  writing,  and  entered  on  the  journal,  and  was  proceed- 
ing to  address  the  House  on  the  subject,  when  the  hour  of  one 
havmg  arrived,  the  House  passed  to  the  special  order  of  the 
day. 

[The  House  here  proceeded  to  other  business.] 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES. 

Thursday,  May  26,  1836. 
ABOLITION  OF  SLAVER\^ 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  report  of  Mr. 
PINCKNEY,  from  the  Select  Committee  on  the  sul)ject  of  al)o- 
lition. 

The  CHAIR  stated  the  present  condition  of  the  subject  be- 
fore the  House.  The  select  committee  had  made  a  report  con- 
cluding with  three  resolutions.  The  previous  question  had 
been  demanded  and  was  ordered  to  be  put  by  a  vote  of  the 
House.  The  main  question  was  on  concurring  with  the  com- 
mittee in  their  resolutions.  Before  the  question  was  put,  a  di- 
vision was  called,  and  the  vote  taken  by  yeas  and  nays  on  agree- 
ing to  the  first  resolution.  Pending  the  call  of  the  yeas  and 
nays  on  this  vote,  several  members  declined  voting,  and  asked 
to  beexcused;  other  members  declined  to  vote,  but  did  not  ask 
to  be  excused.  After  the  list  of  members  was  called  through, 
ami  before  the  result  of  the  vote  was  announced,  some  other 
points  were  raised  upon  the  question  of  excusing  a  member; 
and  at  this  stage  of  the  proceedings  on  yesterday,  the  House 
passed  to  the  special  order  of  the  day. 

He  stated  that  in  1832,  a  case  liad  occurred  where  a  member 
declined  voting,  and  asked  to  be  excused,  and  the  decision  of 
llie  question  before  the  House  was  announced  without  his 
vote,  though  the  House  had  refused  to  excuse  him,  leaving 
the  incidental  que.siions  connected  with  his  refusal  to  vote 
for  the  after  consideration  of  llie  House.  Were  a  dif- 
ferent course  to  be  pursued,  it  would  lead  to  much  em- 
barrassment, as  upon  tlie  question  to  excuse  one  member 
from  voting,  taken  by  yeas  and  nays,  another  might  decline 
voting  on  that  question,  and  ask  to  be  excused;  and  this  course 
might  be  jiursued  still  further,  so  as  to  jjrevent  any  decision 
upon  the  original  question  before  tlie  House.  And  as  the  re- 
sult in  this  case  could  be  atfected  by  the  votes  of  those  who  had 
declined  voting,  whether  given  to  the  one  side  or  the  other,  the 
Chair  was  of  opinion  that  the  vote  of  yesterday  should  not  be 
suspended,  but  the  decision  upon  the  resolution  of  the  commit- 
tee should  be  announced,  leaving  the  incidental  questions  which 
had  arisen  to  he  subsequently  settled,  whenever  it  should  suit 
the  pleasure  of  the  House  to  take  them  up  for  consideration. 

Mr.  WHITTLESEY  of  Ohio  appealed  from  the  decision  of 
the  Chair. 

Mr.  ADAMS  said  the  case  cited  by  the  Chair  was  one  in 
which  he  was  personally  concerned.  On  that  occasion,  he  had 
asked  to  be  excused  from  voting,  and  had  stated  his  reasons  in 
writing,  which  were  entered  on  the  journal.  This  was  pre- 
cisely what  he  required  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  (Mr. 
Glascock.)    He  thought  the  case  cited  not  in  point. 

Mr.  WHITTLESEY'  of  Ohio  desired  to  say  a  word  or  two  on 
the  subject  of  his  appeal. 

Tiie  CHAIR  said  that  under  the  rttle,  this  appeal  could  not  be 
debated. 

Mr.  WHITTLE.SEY  then  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
appeal,  which  were  ordered. 

Mr.  LEWIS  did  not  vote  yesterday.  If  he  had  been  in  his 
seat,  lie  should  not  have  voted.  He  made  this  statement,  in  or- 
der that  he  might  take  his  part  of  the  responsibility. 

Before  the  vote  was  announced  on  the  appeal,  Mr.  ROBERT- 
SON said  he  had  not  voted,  because  he  might,  perhaps,  be  per- 
sonally concerned  in  the  result. 

The'  decision  of  the  CHAIR  was  then  sustained — yeas  IBS, 
nays  43,  as  follows: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Anthony,  Ash,  Barton,  Bean,  Bockee,  Boon, 
Bouldin,  Bovee,  Boyd,  Brigg.s.  Brown,  Buchanan,  Burns,  W'. 
B.  Calhoun,  Cambreleng,  Campbell,  Carr,  Casey,  Chaney, 
Chapman,  Chapin,  N.  H.  Claiborne,  J.  F.  H.  Claiborne,  Cleve- 
land, CotTee,  Coles,  Connor,  Craig,  Cramer,  Gushing,  Cushman, 
Deberry,  Denny,  Dickerson,  Doublcday,  Dromgoole,  Dunlaji, 
Fairfield,  Farlin,  French,  Fry,  P.  C.  Fuller,  W.  K.  Fuller,  Gal- 
braith,  J.  Garland,  Gillet,  Glascock,  Grantland,  Grayson,  Griffin, 
Haley,  J.  Hall,  Ilamer,  S.  S.  Harrison,  A.  G.  Harrison,  Hawes, 
Haynes.  Henderson,  Heister,  Holsey,  Howard,  Hubley,  Hunt- 
ington, Huntsman,  Ingham,  W.  Jackson,  J.  Jackson,  J."Crohnson, 
R.  M.  Johnson,  C.  Johnson,  H.  Johnson,  J.  W.  Jones,  B.  Jones 
Judson,  Kennon,  Kilgore,  Kinnard,  Klingensmith,  Lane,  Lan! 
sing,  Laporte,  G.  Lee,  J.  Lee,  Leonard,  Logan,  Loyall,  Lucas 
A.  Mann,  Martin,  W.  Mason,  M.  Mason,  May,  McComas' 
McKay,  McKim,  McLene,  Miller,  Montgomery,  Morgan,  Morris' 
Muhlenberg,  Owens,  Page,  Parker.  P.atterson,  F.  Pierce,  PctJ 
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f,  Sickles,  Spangler,  Speight,  Storer,  Sutherland,  Taylor, 
las,  J.  Thomson,  Toucey,  Towns,  Turner,  Turriil,  Van- 
el,  VVagener,  Ward,  Wardwell,   Webster,  and  White— 
VS— Messrs.  Adams,  H.  Allen,  Bailey,  Bell,  Bond,  Bunch, 
G.  Chambers, Clarlc,Everelt,  Granger,  Graves,Grennell,  ll.IIali, 
I.  ^Ilard,  Ilaiilin,  Harlan,  Hazeltine,  Hoar,  Howell,  Hunt,  Janes, 
:  f-Xawler,  Lawrenee,   L.  Lea,  Lewis,  Lincohi,  Lyon,   C>.  Mason, 
I      McKennan,  Patton,  J.  A.  Pearce,   Pickens,   Reiichcr,  Uussell, 
A.  H.  Snepperd,  Slade,  Sprague,  Slandefer,  Steele,  Tahalerro, 
Underwood,  Vinton,  Whittlesey,  L.  Wiiiiams,  ti.  Williams,  and 
Wise — 4(5. 

In  answer  to  inquiries,  as  to  what  would  become  of  the  votes 
of  those  gentlemen  who  had  asked  to  be  excused  if  they  should 
hereafter  be  required  to  vote,  the  CHAIR  said,  that  the  failure 
of  gentlemen  to  vote  could  nut  arrest  the  decision  of  the 
House. 

Thefirstresolution  was  then  declared  to  have  been  adopted 
—yeas  182,  nays  9.     [See  list  of  yesterday.] 
The  second  resolution  was  read  as  follows: 
Resolved,  That  Congress  ought  not  to  interfere  in  any  way 
with  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Tlie  House  proceeded  to  vote  by  yeas  and  nays  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution. 
When  the  name  of  Mr.  ADAMS  was  called,  he.  asked  to  be 
^.*xcused  from  voting. 

/    The  CHAIR  said,  the  gentleman's  name  would  be  passed  for 
the  present. 

Mr.  GRANGER  also,  when  his  name  was  called,  rose,  and 
commenced  reading  irom  a  manuscript  to  this  efl'ect: 
"I  decline  voting  on  the  second  resolution  reported  by  Mr. 

PINCKNEY,  from   the  Select   Committee" Mr.  G.  was 

here  called  to  order  by  various  members. 
.  -   Mr.  GRANGER  continued:    "  I  do  not  ask  to  be  excused, 

i|a)ecause" Mr.  G.  was  again  loudly  called  to  order  in  every 

^art  of  the  House. 

The  CHaIR  said  it  was  not  in  order  for  the  gentleman  to 
make  an  argum^it  pending  the  vote  by  yeas  and  nays. 
Mr.  GRANGER  then  yielded  the  lloor. 
Mr.  WIdE  declined  voting,  for  reasons  which  he  sent  to  the 
Chair,  but  which  were  not  read. 
Before  the  vote  was  announced, 

Mr.  COFFEE  asked  the  permission  of  the  House  to  record 
his  vote.  He  had  risen  from  a  sick  bed,  contrary  to  the  advice 
of  his  friends  and  physician,  for  the  purpose  of  voting  on  these 
resolutions.  He  had  been  in  an  adjoining  room,  and  the  offi- 
cers of  the  House  had  neglected  to  comply  with  his  request,  to 
be  notified  when  the  vote  was  taken.  It  was  under  these  jjecu- 
liar  circumstances  that  he  had  made  the  recjuest. 
Mr.  WHITTLESEY  of  Ohio  objected. 

The  second  resolution  was  then  declared  to  be  adopted — yeas 
132,  nays  45,  as  follows; 

YEAS— M;essrs.  C.  Allan,  Anthony,  Ash,  Barton,  Bean, 
Beaumont,  Bell,  Bockee,  Boon,  Bouldin,  Bovee,  Boyd,  Broyvn, 
Buchanan,  Bunch,  Burns-,  Cambreleng,  Casey,  Chaney,  Chap- 
man, Chapin,  N.  H.  Claiborne,  J.  F.  H.  Claiborne,  Cleveland, 
Coles,  Connor,  Craig,  Cramer,  Cushman,  Deberry,  Dickerson, 
Doubleday,  Dromgoole,  Dunlap,  Fairfiel4  Farlfn,  French,  Fjy, 
W.  K.  Fuller,  Galbraith,  J.  Garland,  Gillett,  Glascock, 
Grantland,  Graves,  Haley,  J.   Hall,   Hamer,  Hardin,  Hailan, 

A.  G.  Harrison,  Hawes.  Huynes,  Holsey,  Howard,  HoweJi, 
Hubley,  Huntington,  Huntsman,  Ingham,  J.  Jackson,  J. 
Johnson.  R.  M.  Johnson,  C.  Johnson,  H.  Johnson,  J.  W. 
Jones,  Judson,  Kennon,  Kinnard,  Klingensmith,  Lansing,  La- 
porte,  Lawler,  G.  Lee,  Leonard,  Logan,  Loyall,  A.  Mann,  Mar- 
tin, W.  Mason,  M.  Mason,  May,  McComas,  McKay,  McKcon, 
McKim,  McLene,  Miller,  Monigomery,  Morgan,  Muhlenbeig, 
Owens,  Page,  Patterson,  Patton,  F.  Pierce,  J.  A.  Pearce,  Petti- 
grew,  Phelps,  Pickens,  Pinckney,  Rencher,  Joim  Reynolds,  Jo- 
seph Reynolds,  Ripley,  Roane,  Roger.=,  Schenck,  Seymour,  W. 

B.  Shepard,  A.  H.  Shepperd,  Shinn,  Sickles,  Spangler.  Speight, 
Standefer,  Steele,  Storer,  Suihorland,  Talialqrro,  Taylor,  J. 
Thomson,  Toucey,  Turner,  Turriil,  Underwood,  Vanderpoel, 
Wagener,  Ward,  Wardwell,  Webster,  White,  L.  Williams,  S. 
Williams— 132. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Hemau  Allen,  Bailey,  Bond,  Borden,  Briggs, 
W.  B.  Calhoun,  Carr,  George  Chambers,  Child.s,  Clark,  Cush 
ing,  Denny,  Everett,  P.  C.  Fuller,  Grennell,  H.Hall,  Harxl,  S.  S. 
Harrison,  Hazeltine,  Henderson,  Heister,  Hoar,  Hunt,  Inger- 
EoU,  W.  Jackson,  Janes,  B.  Jones,  Kilgore,  Lane,  Lawrence, 
Joshua  Lee,  Lincoln,  S.  Mason,  McCarly,  McKennan,  Morris, 
Parker,  Phillips,  Potts,  Reed,  Russell,  Slade,  Sprague,  Vinton, 
and  Whittlesey — 45. 

The  preamble  and  third  resolution  were  then  read  as  follows: 

And  whereas  it  is  extremely  important  and  desirable,tliat  (he 
agitation  of  this  subject  should  be  finally  arrested, for  the  purpose 
of  restoring  tranquillity  to  the  public  mind,  your  commiitce  re- 
spectfully recommend  the  adoption  of  the  following  additional 
resolution,  viz: 

Resolved,  That  all  petitions,  memorials,  resolutions,  propo- 
sitions, or  papers,  relating  in  any  way,  or  to  any  extent  what- 
ever, to  the  subject  ofslavery,  or  the  abolition  of  slavery,  shall, 
without  being  either  printed  or  referred,  be  laid  upon  the  ta- 
ble,  and  that  no  further  action  whatever  shall  be  had  thereon 


Mr.  IIAWES  called  him  to  order,  on  the  ground  that  he  was 
making  an  argument. 

The  CHAIR  requested  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  to 
reduce  his  point  ol  order  to  writing. 
The  hour  of  eleven  havhig  arrived,  the  Chair  announced  the 
>  special  order  ol  the  day. 

Mr.  PATTON  moved  to  suspend  the  rule,  for  the  purpose  of 
disposuig  of  the  subject  before  the  House,  which  was  agreed  to 
— ayes  12(j,  jiues  not  counted. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  then  sent  to  the  Chair  the  foUowin"  noint 
of  order:  '  ' 

"  Can  a  committee,  specially  instructed  to  report  two  reso- 
lutions, the  form  of  which  was  given  by  the  House,  report  an- 
other resolution  changing  the  rules  and  ordeis  of  the  House  in 
regard  to  the  management  of  its  business,  and  depriving  citi- 
zens of  the  privilege  of  obtaining  the  usual  consideration  of 
petitions  on  subjects  other  tlian  those  referred  to  the  commit- 
tee'!" 

The  CHAIR  stated  that  it  was  not  within  the  competency  of 
the  Speaker  to  draw  within  the  vorlcx  of  order  the  question 
raised  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts.  Questions  relat 
ing  tothejurisdiciion  of  the  committees  of  the  House,  or  wheth- 
er tliev  had  or  had  not  exceeded  that  jurisdiction,  or  transcend- 
ed the  authority  conferred  upon  them  by  the  House,  were  for 
lliu  House,  and  not  the  Speaker,  to  dcternjine.  If  gentlemen 
were  of  opinion  that  committees  in  their  reports  had  exceeded 
the  authority  given  them  by  the  Hou.se,  there  were  ether  modes 
of  correcting  what  ihey  had  done;  as  lor  example,  the  report 
may  be  recommitted  with  instrnctioii.=:;  or  th-j  House  on  that, 
as^ well  as  other  grounds,  may  refuse  to  coiicurin  (heir  reporl. 
The  point  now  raised  could  not  therefore  be  considerea  as 
a  point  ol  order  to  be  decided  by  the  <  !hair.  It  was  in  some 
respects  analagous  to  the  case  of  inconsistentamendments  pro- 
po.scd,  in  which  case  it  was  well  settled,  that '■  if  an  amend- 
ment be  projDosed,  inconsistent  with  one  already  agreed  to,  it 
is  a  fitground  for  its  rejection  by  the  House;  but  not  within  the 
competence  of  the  Speaker  to  suppress,  as  if  it  were  against 
order.  For  were  he  permitted  to  draw  questions  uf  consis- 
tence within  the  vortex  of  order,  he  might  usurp  a  negative 
on  important  modifications,  andsuppreBS,"instead  of  subserving 
the  legislative  will." 

So  in  this  case,  if  the  House  shall  be  satisfied  that  the  com- 
mit(ee  were  not  clothed  with  authority,  by  the  order  of  the 
House  iiucler  which  they  were  appointed,  to  report  this  reso- 
lution, "it  may  be  a  fitground  for  its  rejection  by  the  House, 
but  not  within  the  competence  of  the  Sjieakerto  suppress,  as  if 
it  were  against  order." 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  then  moved  to  lay  the  preamble  and  third 
resolution  on  the  table. 

Mr.  GRENNELL  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  which  were 
ordered,  and  the  motion  to  lay  on  tlie  table  was  negatived— 
yeas(J9,  hays  118. 

The  qtiestion  recurring  upon  the  adoption  of  the  preamble 
and  third  resolution,  the  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Wlica  the  name  of  Mr.  ADAMS  was  called,  that  gentleman 
rose  and  said:  I  hold  the  resolution  to  be  a  direct  violation  of 
the  consdtution  of  the  United  States,  the  rules  of  this  Hon-se, 
and  the  rights  of  my  constituents.  Mr.  A.  resumed  his  seat 
amid  loud  cries  of  ■■Order,"  from  all  parts  of  the  Hall. 

.The  third  resolution  was  then  agreed  to— yeas  117,  nays  68, 
as  follows: 

YEAS— Mesrss.  C  Allai:,  Ash,  Ashley,  Barton,  Bean,  Boc- 
kee, B> ion,  Bovee,  Boyd,  Brown,  Bums,  Cambreleng,  Casey, 
Chaney,  Chapman,  Chapin,  N.  H.  Claiborne,  J.  F.  H.  Clai- 
borne, (Cleveland,  Cofl'ee,  Cole.':,  Connor,  Craig,  Cramer,  Cush- 
man,  Derliery,  Dickerson,  Doubleday,  Dromgoole,  Dunlap, 
Fairfield,  Farlan,  French,  Fry,  W.  K.  Fuller,  Galbrauh,  Gil- 
lett, Gra, aland.  Grave.?,  J.  Hall,  Hamer,  Hardin,  Harlan,  A. 
G.  Harrison,  ITawes,  Haynes,  Howard,  Edward  B.  Hubley, 
Huntington,  Huntsman,  Ingiiam,  J.  JacLson,  J.  Johnson, 
Richard  .M.  .lohnson.  Cave  Johnson,  Heniy  Johnson,  Kennon, 
Kileorc,  Kinnard,  Klingensmith,  Jr.,  Lansing,  Gitleon  Lee, 
Joshua  Lee,  Luke  Lea,  Leonard,  Logan,  Lovall,  Lyon,  Abijah 
Mann,  Jr.,  Martin,  William  Mason,  Moses  Mason,  Jr.,  May, 
McComas,  McKay,  McKeon,  McKim,  McLene,  Miller,  Mont- 
gomery, Muhlenberg,  Owens,  Page,  Park.s,  Patterson,  Frank- 
lin Pierce.  James  A.  Pearce,  Pettigrew,  Phelp.s,  Pinckney, 
Rencher,  John  Reynolds,  Jo.seph  Reynolds,  Ripley,  Roane, 
Rogers,  Seymour,.  Augustine  H.  Shepperd,  Shields,  Sickle.s, 
Smith,  S|.)angler,  Speight,  Standefer,  Su(herland,  Taliaferro, 
Taylor,  Toucey,  Towns,  Turner,  Turriil,  Underwood,  Vander- 
poel, Wjigener,  Ward,  White,  Lewis  Williams,  Sherrod 
Williams— 117. 

NAYS— Messrs.  H.  Allen,  Bailey,  Beaumont,  Bond,  Borden, 
Brigg.s.  Buchanan,  W.  B.  Calhoun,  Carr,  G.  Chambers,  Child.s, 
Clark,  Corvvin,  Crane,  Gushing,  Denny,  Everett,  P.  C.  Fuller, 
J.  Garland,  Glascock,  Granger,  GrenncU,  Haley,  H.  Hall,  Hard, 
Ilarpeij  Hazeltine,  Henderson,  Heister,  Hoar,  Holsey,  Howell, 
Hunt,  .Tosepli  R.  Ingersoll,  William  Jackson,  Henry  F.  Janes, 
John  W.  Jones,  Benjamin  Joiie.?,  Judson,  Lane,  Laperte,  Law- 
rence, Lincoln,  Love,  Samp.son  Mason,  McGarly,  McKennan, 
Morris,  Parker,  Patton,  Dutee  J.  Pearce,  Phillips,  Pickens, 
Potts,  Jr.,  Reed,  RoberLson,  Russell,  Schenck,  Shinn,  Slade, 
ra.guc,  Steele,  Storer,  Jo)m  Thomson.  Vini.''n,  Wardwelf 
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CONGRESS  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

In  the  House  of  Reprksentatives, 

February  8,  183a 
Resolved,  Ttiat  all  the  memorials  whicli  have  been  offered,  or  may 
hereatter  be  presented  to  this  House,  prayitio-  for  th.;  abolition  of  slavery 
m  the  District  of  Columbia  ;  and,  also,  the  r.!soIution;s  offned  by  an  hon- 
orable member  from  Maine,  (Mr.  Jarvis,)  witfi  the  amendment  thereto 
proposed  by  an  honorable  member  from  Virirmia  (Mr.  Wise);  too-ether 
u^ith  every  other  paper  or  projwsition  that  niay  Ik;  submitted  in  relation 
to  the  subject,  be  reterred  to  a  Select  Committee,  with  instructions  to 
report  : 

That  Con-^ress  possesse.s  no  constitutional  authority  to  int.}rfere,  in  any 
way,  with  the  institution  of  slavery  in  any  of  the  Slatos  of  this  Confed- 
eracy ;  and 

That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  Congress  ouolit  not  to  interfere 
111  any  way,  with  slavery  in  tlie  District  of  Columbia,  because  it  would 
be  a  violation  oi  the  public  taith,  unwise,  im[)olitir',  and  dangerous  to 
the  Union.  Assigning  such  reasons  for  these  conclusions  as,  in  the  judo-- 
mcnt  ot  the  committee,  may  be  best  calculated  to  enlighten  the  pubhc 
mmd,  to  allay  excitement,  to  repress  agitation,  to  secure  and  maintain 
the  just  rights  of  the  slaveholding  States,  and  of  the  i)cople  of  this  Dis- 
trict, and  to  restore  harmony  and  tranquillity  among  the  various  sections 
ot  this  Union. 

Mr.  PiNCKXEv  of  South  Carolina, 

Mr.  Hamer  of  Ohio, 

Mr.  Pierce  of  New  Hampshire, 

Mr.  Hardin  of  Kentucky, 

Mr.  Jarvis  of  Maine, 

Mr.  Owens  of  Georgia, 

Mr.  Muhlenberg  of  Pennsylvani:u 

Mr.  Dromgoole  of  Virginift,  and 

Mr.  Turrill  of  New  York, 
v/ere  appointed  a  committee  in  pursuancr?  of  the  resolution. 

Attest : 

W.  S.  FRANK.UN,  Clerk: 

Blair  &  Rive-,  printers. 
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Ml    PiNCKNEY,  from  the  Select  Committee  to  which  the  subject  had  been 
referred,  made  the  following 

REPORT : 

The  Sdecl  Cowmitiec,  appointed  ^^^^^^^^^^^^^^  ^^'^  f  Vfc^t 
House  of  Hepre.mtalivcs  ,>f  the  hinted  States,  of  the  bth  oj  hebinaiy, 
l«36  r7z  •  "  Kesolved.  That  all  the  memorials  n/nch  have  been  offered, 
ormav  hereafter  be  presented  to  this  Hovse,  praying  for  the  abohtwu 
%-sZrvhUhe  District  of  Columbia:  and  also  the  resolutmns  ojered 
t^Z^Ji^Lmherf-o,nM.une,  (Mr.  Jarvis^  ^dththe  amend- 
ment thereto  proposed  by  an  honorable  member  from    Vrrgmia  {M>. 
mlli   U>J,erwith  every  other  paper  or  vroposUwn  f-/  !-«^  f/ 
submkted  'n  relation  to  this  subject,  be  referred  to  a  Select  Commit 
tewHhinsiructi<ms  to  report:    That   Congress  possesses  no  consir- 
Mionalmcthority  to  interfere,  in  any   vay,    wUh    the  mstitntwn  of 
^^^ytn  any  of  the  States  of  this  Confederacy:   and  that,  m  the 
IZZ  of  tlis  House,  Congress  ought  not  to  interfere,  ,n  any  way, 
SdJLy  in  the  DisiriS  of  Columbia,  because  .tn:onld  be  a  vw- 
lutnofihe  pnblic  faith,   nmvise,   hnpolitlc,    and   dangerous  to  the 
(hZJassiLvr^  such  reasons  for  these  conclusious  as,m  the  jndg- 
m^af   he  ^committee,  may  be  best  calculcUed  to  enhghten  the  pub- 
cmimL  to  allay   e:>:citcment,    to    repress   agUation,    to  secure    and 
LlZn  the  just  rights  of  the  slaveholding  States,  and  of  the  peo- 
T^ZJnitrict,o^id  toiestore  harm,ony  and  tran<puU,ly  amongst 
ZvJknJ  sections  of  this  Union  :^^  respccfjvlly  snbmU  the  follerou>g 
report,  in  which  ihey  have  vnanlmously  concurred: 
The  s^ubiect  referred  .s  one  of  ^^^rave  import.     Yonr  committee  approach 
it  w  th  a  dee  >  sense  of  its  maanitnde  and  ahsorbmg  interest.     They  have 
oio  consideiTd  the  movements  in  relation  to  this  mattcn-  as  fraught  with 
long  cons  a.ta  slave!  loldin-  States,  but  to  every  por- 

;;:i;'^'on^^amrU;;l?r;  They  reioice,'  th<.eR>re,  that  the  ^eat 
bodv  of  the  people  of  the  non-slaveholding  States  have  (•omc  lorward  as 
thev  have  done.^  m  the  true  spirit  of  American  patriotism,  to  sustain  their 
fon^ilnt^onal  ohhcmtions  to  the'ir  Southern  brethren,  and  to  arrest  th.edis- 
tnrb.^cnt  the  public  peace.  They  rejoice  particularly,  ^.^^Jf^ 
eral  Legislature,    actino^^^  a  deep  sense  oi    its  responsibility   to   the 

Ztu^l^il^^ho  interr;osed  its  warning  voice,  and  given  a  solemn  expres- 
nat.on    nas      _  excitin-  su.hiect :  and  they  feel   assured, 

'Z  I  tjt^^^  have  responded  to  the  people,  so  the  peo- 
ple wUlllrnily  and  patriotically  sustain  the  position  now  taken  by  their 


^'^^^'l^^^an  is  essential  to  the  discovery  of  truth,  your  committee 
■n      ?Ifnr;      bsfiin  from  every  thimr  that  may  cause  offence,  or  inflame 

S  ore™  ki  motion  of  Iheconduct  of  tl,c  atol.tmni.ls,  and  then-  "  i"'  aW'Of- 
thcir  ^"."'^™    "";'„,,,  ,0  ,yiiich,  if  persisted  iu,  i!  must  inevitably  lead. 

^tSryar^jSe  Governmem  at  detocc,  by  persevernig  in  machinations 
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whichthreateu  to  brmo^  the  citizens  of  the  dillerent  states  into  coihsion.  and  to 
overtfnw  the  xvhole  system  of  civil  society  itself,  in  the  slaveholduK.  por- 
tions of  the  Lnion  Your  committee  believe  that  the  strength  of  the  agita- 
tors lias  been  o-reatly  exaggerated,  by  themselves  and  others;  but  Avhe'ther 
their  number  be  small  or  great,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  t!  ey  have  done 
and  are  doing,  incalculable  evii ;  and  every  true  patriot  must  be  aware  S 
a  crisis  has  nour  arrived  in  the  political  condition  of  the  country,  m  which 

ta  suppie..ion  o.  noolition,  and  the  destruction  of  the  Union,  and  take  Jns 
stand  accordingly,  for  or  against  his  country. 

sn]I?n?7''''''"'^^T /•'''''^  H""'^  "^'^^  surprise,  that  the  reference  of  this 
subject  lias  caused  dissatisfaction  in  certain  portions  of  the  South.  While 
they  deeply  regret  tnis  circumstance,  they  beg  leave  to  remark,  that  it  is  not 

S'hltw'     -'  J^^t^^^d 'T  l?^-^'-^«de'^^'   '^^^^  "^  ^^^tire  accordance  witli  the 
esu  bhshed  usa<r.  and  invariable  policy,  in  relation  to  matters  of  this  cha- 
lacter;  memorials  praying  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  States,  or  in 
ft  7  m'""  ^    ^^?.^'-i"i^^a,  naving  always  been  either  referred  or  laid'  upon 
tue  table.     On    the  present  occasion,  the  subject  was  referred  i^)r  the  ex- 
press purpose  Oi  having  a  report -calculated  to  sustain  the  just  rio-hts  of 
the  slaveholdmg  States,  and  of  the  people  of  this  District,  and  -  by  allayin- 
excitement,  and  rei^ressing  agitation,  to  insure  the  l\Uure  repose  and  pefma^ 
nenuranquaiuy  of  the  country.    The  House  was  unwiliing,  on  the  one  side, 
o  mvacie  wnat  was  believed  to  be  the  right  of  petition,  [a  ri<rht  equally  dear 
to  every  ponion  ol  our  people,  and  which,  it  is  tiiou'rlit.  could  not  liave 
been  denied  in  this  instance,  without  establisliing  a  precedent  at  least  as 
hazardous  to  the  Soutn,  as  to  any  other  section  of  the  Union]-  and  it  was 
desirous,  on  t!ic  other,  to  accomplish  for  the  South,  what  could  not  hav^ 
b.ea  effected  oy  rauising  to  receive  the  memorials,  the  union  of  an  over- 
wneimmg  majority,  m  a  solemn  and  determined  stand  against  the  views 
and  objects  of  t'.e  applicants      Whilst  the   denial  of  the"  nghl  of  petition 
co.ild  have  produced  none  otner  than  the  most  mischievous  eftects  your 
committee  are  tnoroughly  satisfied  that  the  course  adopted  by  the  llon^e 
wva  produce  a  state  of  public  opinion  and  feelina  ia  the  non-slaveiioldino- 
bta^es,  eminently  favorable  to  the  constitutional  ri^^hts  and  interests  of  thS 
slavehojdmg  sections  of  the  Union. 

The  resolution  undjr  which  your  committee  were  appointed,  naturally 
ctivifies  itsell  into  several  brandies  or  propositions,  each  of  v/hirh  shaU  be 
considered  m  its  order. 

They  are  instructed  to  report,  in  the  first  place  — 

That  Congress  possesses  no  constitutional  autliority  to  mterfer-  in  anx- 
AVcTy  witn  the  mstitution  of  slavery,  in  tmy  of  the  States  of  this  Confkier'icv- 
lour  commitfee  will  merely  allude  to  this  proposition,  in  obedimice  io 
the  express  direction  given  tfiem  by  the  Rouse,  and  not  for  the  nurnos- 
Gt  entering_  into  .my  argument  respecting  it.  Unquestionably  if  th'r'- 
IS  any  poutical  or  constitutioual  pnnciple,  which  t!ie  peoph-  of  die 
Umred  States  consider  as  settled  beyond  all  possible  dispute  or  contro- 
versy, it  IS  that  the  institution  of  .slavery,  as  it  exists  m  the  States  of  this 
Confederacy,  is  municipal,  not  national,  and  that  it  belongs  exclu- 
siveiy  to  the  States,  and  can  only  be  affected  by  State  legislation  The 
poxyer  to  regulate  or ^  act  upon  it,  is  one  of  the  reserved  powers  of  the^ 
fetates;  a  power  whicn  was  not  only  not  given,  nor  ever  intended  to  be 
given,  by  the  framers  of  the  constitution,  to  the  General  Government  but 
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which  the  States   expressly  and  carefully  guarded  and  retained  to  them^ 
selves,  by  that  amendment  of  that  instrument,  (article  10)  in  which  it  is 
declared,  that  "  all  powers  not  delegated  by  the  constitution  to  the  United 
States  nor  prohibited  by  it  to  the  States,  are  reserved  to  the  States  respec- 
tively,' or  to  the  people."     The  subject  of  slavery  in  the  States,  then,  is  not 
an  open  question  or  matter  of  debate.      The  fact  that  Congress  possesses 
no  authority  whatever  to  legislate  respecting  it,  is  one  that  can  neither  t)e 
streno-thened  by  argument,   nor  made  clearer  by  discussion.     And  your 
committee  consider  it  most  fortunate  for  the  peace  of  the  country,  that  it  is  so 
Ke  is  indeed  but  little  acquainted  with  the  human  heart,  and  has  derived 
but  little  advantage  from  the  lessons  of  history,  who  can  imagine  for  a  mo- 
ment if  he  knows  any  ihing  of  the  general  character,  or  considers  the  poh^ 
tical  and  physical  strength  of  the  people  of  the  South,  that  even  it  the 
power  of  legislation  on  this  subject  had  been  expressly  conferred  on  Oon- 
crress  by  the  constitution,  it  could  be  exercised  against  the  consent   ot  the 
States  interested,  without  the  certainty  of  civil  war,  and  the  probable  disso- 
lution of  the  Union.     The  declaration,  however,  which  the  House  has  so 
solemnly  and  decisively  made  upon  this  point,  cannot  finl,  as  your  commit- 
tee believe,  to  produce  the  most  beneficial  results.    As  the  abolitionists  care 
little  for  emancipation  in  the  District,  except  as  the  precursor  of  a  far  more 
rxtended  and  general  scheme,  the  presumption  is,  that  having  now  no  pos- 
sible hope  of  Governmental    interference  with  the  States,  and  seeing  the 
more  than  probable  consequences  of  the  exercise  of  such  a  power,  it  it 
were  possessed,  they  will  discontinue  their  machinations  in  relation  to  tlie 
District;  a  consummation  devoutly  to  be  wished  by  every  patriot,  m  every 
section  of  the  Union.     But  be  the  issue  what  it  may,  the  House  ot  Kepre- 
s.nitatives  has  done  its  duty  by  placing  this  solemn  declaration  upon  record 
ft  is  not  only  peculiarly  proper  in  itself,  considering  the  present  state  oi 
the  abolition' question,  but.  if  any  .iustification  were  necessary,  it  is  amply 
iustifted  bv  precedent.'      In  1790,  (and  from  that  period  lo  the  present,  tiie 
'abolitionists  have  steadily  aimed  at  general  emancipation)  several  petitions, 
prayino-  tor  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  States,  having  been  presented 
-aid    referred    the  House  finally  adopted  a  resolution,  amongst  others,  m 
Which  it  announced  to  the  petitioners,  and  to  the  country,    "that  Congress 
has  no  authority  to  interfere  in  the  emancipation  oi  slaves,  or  in  the  treat- 
u-ent  of  them    m  any  of  the  States,  it  remaining  with  the  several  States 
■done  to  provide  any  regulations  therein,  which  humanity  or  policy  may 
require  "      Upon  the  whole,  your  committee  consider  the  instruction  given 
them  by  the  House  upon  this  point,   rather  as  a  decisive  expression  of  a 
</reat  fundamental  principle  of  constitutional  law,  than  as  a  call  upon  them 
to  sustain  a  questionable  position.      They  are  aware  that  some  memoers 
voti^d  aoainst  the  instruction   upon  this  point,  under  the  impression  that, 
whiht  the  principle  asserted  is  unquestionable  in  itselt,  its  assertion  by  the 
House    in  this  torin,  might  seem  to  imply  doubt,  and  to  countenance  the 
idea' that  it  is  really  dcbateable.     In  this  view,  the  men.iiers  who  thus 
voted  may  be  joined  perhaps  by  many  intelligent  and  worthy  citizens  ot 
the  sl'aveholding  States  ;  but  your  committee  cannot  lieiieve  that  the  asser- 
tion" in  any  form,  by  the  House  of  Representatives,  ot  a  principle  so  nn- 
nort'ant  and  at  the  same  time  of  so  strong  a  local  bearing,  and  particularly 
bv  a  vote  so  nearly  approaching  unanimity  as  is  recorded  on  Us  .lourm.a 
in  tavor  of  this  instruction,  can  have  a  tendency  to  weaken  that  principle, 
or  Its  bmdino-  and  paramount  influence  upon  Congress  and  the  couDtrj, 
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in  all  time  to  come.  The  precedent  above  quoted  from  the  Congress  of 
1790,  shows  that  the  House  of  Representatives  of  that  day,  so  Far  from 
tearing  the  effect  of  such  action  upon  its  part,  sought  to  record  its  solemn 
<;onviction  upon  this  question  of  power  in  themselves,  and  has  handed 
down  to  us  its  judgment,,  in  precise  accordance  with  our  own.  That 
House  was  largely,  if  not  entirely,  composed  of  men  of  the  revolution,  and 
many  of  its  members  are  known  to  have  been  also  members  of  the  con- 
vention which  formed  tht;  Federal  Constitution.  Since  that  period,  nearly 
half  a  century  lias  roiled  away,  and  now  that  the  successors  of  that  House. 
cicl'mg  under  the  same  considerations,  solemnly  realiirm  the  princinle  laid 
down  by  tfiose  great  and  good  men,  and  avow  it  to  be  not  only  the  settleil 
opuuon  of  this  Congress,  but  of  the  great  body  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  may  we  not  hope,  and  indeed  conclude,  that  it  will  be  hereafter 
deemed  a  solemn  and  deliberate  exposition  of  the  constitution,  and  that  all 
attempts  in  future  to  violate  those  sacred  compromises,  wliieh  lie  at  the 
very  foluidation  of  our  constitutional  compact,  or  to  excite  apprehension 
oil  this  sul)Ject,  will  be  effectually  counteracted  and  defeated.  Your  com- 
nuttee  cannot  but  indulge  a  nrnst  confident  and  animated  hope  that  these 
good  effects  v.'ill  be  produced  by  the  present  action  of  the  House. 

Your  committee  are  instructed  to  report,  in  the  second  place 

That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  Congress  ought  not  to  interfere,  in 
'any  way,  with  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia." 

1st.  Because  it  would  be  a  violation  of  the  public  faitfi. 
To  obey  this  instruction  of  the  House  in  the  manner  pointed  out  by  the 
resolution,  it  will  be  necessary  to  exannne.  to  some  extent,  the  relations  be- 
tween the  Federal  Government  and  the  ])istrict  of  Columbia:  the  proba- 
ble objects  of  the  provision  in  the  constitution,  authorizinjr  the  cession  of 
the  District  to  the  United  States ;  and  the  consequent  expectations  which 
may  have  been  rationally  entertained  by  the  States  that  made  the  ce.ssion, 
as  to  the  exercise,  l)y  Congress,  of  the  powers  granted  to  it  over  the  ceded 
territory.     Before  entering  upon  this  examination,  however,  it  may  be  well 
■to  remark,  that  the  powers  of  Congress  over  this '  District  involved  in  this 
discussion,  are  wholly  independent  of,  and  derived  from  a  source  entirely 
separate  from,  the  general  legislative  powers  granted  to  Cong-ress  by  the 
constitution.     As  the  legislature  of  confederated  States,  the  powers  of  Con- 
gress are  equal,  and  of  universal  application,  throucrhout  all  the  States,  and 
they  were  given  to  Congress  before  the  cession  of  the  District,  and  were 
Jield  and  exercised  independently  thereof     This  will  be  made  manifest  by 
a  brief  statement  of  facts.     The  first  Consfress,  under  the  constitution  as'- 
sembled  on  the  4th  of  March,  1789,  and  the  Government  provided  for  by 
the  constitution   was  organized  on  that  day.     The  general  powers  confer- 
red on  the  different   branches  of  the  Federal  Government  were  exercised 
from  that  day  forward ;  and  tlic  union  of  the  States,  under  constitutional 
government,  was  then  perfected  and  put  in  practical  operation.     The  ces- 
sion trom  Yirginia.  of  that  portion  of  the  District  of  Columbia  that  beloncr- 
ed  to  her,  was  not  made   until  the  3d  of  December  of  that  year— nine 
months  after  the   Federal  Government  had   been  in  operation  •  *  and  the 
cession  by  Maryland  of  that  portion  of  the  District  that  belon4d  to  her, 
{and  m  which  the  Seat  of  Government  is  in  flict  located,)  was  not  made 
jfintil  the  19th  day  of  December,  1791 1— more  than  two  years  and  nine 
months  after  the  existence  of  the  Government  in  its  piesent  constitutional 
form.     Congress  did  not,  in  fact,  remove  to  the  District  thus  ceded,  nor  did 

♦  Laws  District  of  Columbia,  n.  59.  +  T.aw';  ni«tr,Vt  ^f  p-^l.^k:.  _  Pi 
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the  district  thus  ceded  become  practically  the  seat  of  Government  until 
the  year  1800;  and  the  laws  of  the  States  by  which  the  District  was  ceded 
were  declared,  by  an  act  of  Congress  of  the  16th  of  July,  1790,*  to  "be 
in  force  within  the  District  until  the  removal  of  the  Government  to  it,  and 
until  Congress  shall  otherwise  by  law  direct.'' 

It  appears,  then,  that  the  Federal  Government  was  in  operation  under 
the  constitution  nearly  a  year  belbre  Congress  possessed  any  power  of  local 
legislation  over  any  portion  of  tlie  District  of  Columbin,  and  nearly  three 
years  before  that  power  became  as  extensive  as  the  present  bounds  of  the 
District,  or  included  that  portion  of  the  ten  miles  square  in  which  the  Seat 
of  Government  is  in  fact  located.  It  also  appears,  that  the  iirst  act  of  the 
Federal  Legislature  in  reference  to  its  jurisdiction  then  partly  acquired,  and 
partly  to  be  acqnired,  was  to  provide  ibr  the  continuance,  in  all  their  force, 
and  in  every  particular,  within  the  District,  of  the  laws  of  the  States  that 
made  the  cession,  until  December.  1800  ;  a  period  of  nine  years  after  the 
time  when  the  powers  of  Congress,  as  a  local  legislature  for  the  District, 
v/ere  perfected  by  the  State  of  Maryland.  Nor  is  this  all :  by  the  act  of 
1790  it  v%^as  declared,  as  has  been  already  shown,  that  the  laws  of  Mary- 
land and  Virginia  should  be  the  laws  of  the  District,  not  only  "until  the 
time  fixed  for  the  removal  of  the  Goverjiment  thereto,"  but  also  "until 
Congress  shall  otherwise  provide  by  law."  No  alteration,  however,  to  any 
considerable  extent,  has  yet  been  made,  and  the  laws  of  VirginiaandMaryland 
which  were  in  force  at  the  time  of  their  respective  cessions,  and  in  force 
respectively  in  the  portions  of  the  District  ceded  by  each,  still  continue  to 
be,  in  almost  every  particular,  the  local  laws  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Such  are  the  relations  at  present  existing  between  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment and  the  District,  so  far  as  local  legislation  is  concerned.  The  powers 
of  Congress,  as  the  local  legislatr.re  of  the  District,  were  derived  from  the 
cessions  by  Virginia  and  Maryland,  and  the  special  grant  of  exclusive 
legislation,  and  not  from  the  general  powers  conlerrcd  upon  it  by  the  con- 
stitution ;  and  these  special  and  local  powers  which  Congress  has  now  pos- 
sessed for  nearly  half  a  century,  have  been  exercised  only  to  the  extent 
above  described  ;  a?id,  from  the  best  information  your  committee  have  been 
able  to  obtain,  to  no  other  or  greater  extent. 

The  right  of  Congress  to  accept  the  cession  of  this  territory  from  the 
States  of  Virginia  and  Maryland,  is  found  in  the  eighth. section  of  the  first 
article  of  the  Constitution  of  tfie  United  States,  v/hich  gives  it  ]iower  "  to 
exercise  exclusive  legislation  in  all  cases  whatsoever  over  such  District,  not 
exceeding  ten  miles  square,  as  may  by  cession  of  particular  States,  and  the 
acceptiuice  of  Congress,  become  the  Seat  of  Government  of  the  United  States;" 
and  the, purpose  for  which  the  cession  was  to  be  made  and  received,  is  de- 
clared in  the  language  of  the  constitution  itself,  "  such  District  as  may  be- 
come the  Seat  of  Government  of  the  United  States."  The  cession,  there- 
fore, v/as  to  be  made  (or  this  purpose,  and  for  no  other ;  and  as  regards  its 
use  by  the  Federal  Government,  the  object  of  this  provision  evidently  v/as 
simply  to  authorize  Congress  to  accept  the  grant,  and  to  exercise  the  pov.'crs 
of  legislation  therein  provided  for. 

It  will  be  conceded  by  the  committee,  for  the  purpose  of  this  report,  that 
the  cession  was  made  in  conformity  with  the  power  of  Congress  to  re- 
ceive, and  that,  therefore,  by  the  cession  from  Virginia  and  Mfiryland,  Con- 
gress is  in  possession  of  the  powers  which  the  constitution  intended  it 
should  possess  over  the  district  intended  to  be  ceded. 

*  Laws  United  >States,  vol.  ii,  p.  113. 
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1  his  brings  us  to  the  inquiry,  as  to  the  probable  objects  of  the  grant  of 
'•  exclusive  legislation  in  all  cases  whatsoever,"  over  the  territory  which  was 
to  constitute  the  seat  of  Government  of  the  United  States.     In  consultincr 
the  commentators  vipon  the  constitution,  it  will  be  found  that  the  old  Con^ 
gress  encountered  inconveniences,   and  even  dangers,  from  holding-  their 
sessions  where  State  legislatures  had  exclusive  locaf  jurisdiction,  andVhere 
State  authorities  alone  were  to  be  depended  on   in  matters  of  police  and 
personal  protection.     Indeed,  an  adjournment  of  that  Congress  from  the 
State  ot  Pennsylvania  to  New  Jersey,  for  a  cause  of  this  desc"ription,  which 
occurred  at  the  close  of  the  revolutionary  war,  no  doubt  contributed  o-reatly 
to  the  introduction  of  this  clause  into  the  constitution  of  the  Union.'^  The 
proceedings  of  the  old  ConLn-ess  show  distinctly,  that  the  acipiirement  of  a 
territory  lor  tiie  seat  of  the  Federal  1  legislature",  over  which  it  should  have 
exclusive  or  special  jurisdiction,  was  a  favorite  idea  with  that  body,  as  early 
as  tae  year  1783,  and  that  it  continued  up  to  the  time  of  the  formation  of 
the  consntution.     Upon  this  point  your  committee  will  only  detain  the 
House  witli  a  few  ol  the  resolutions  adopted  by  the  old  Cono-ress  that  ^o  to 
estabiisii  It.     (In  the  7th  of  October,  1783,  a  resolution  was  passed,  '^that 
buildmgs  for  the  use  of  Congress  be  erected  on  or  near  the'banks  of  the 
iJelaware,*  provided  a  suitable  district  can  be  procured  on  or  near  the 
banks  ol  the  said  river  for  a  federal  town,  and  that  the  rio-ht  of  soil  and 
exclusive,  or  such  other  jurisdiction  as  Congress  may  directrshall  be  vested 
m  the  United  States."'     On  the  2Ist  of  the  sauie  luonth  (October,  1783) 
another  resolution  was  passed,  preceded  by  a  preamble  as  follows :  "  Whereas 
there  is  reason  to  expect  that  the  providing  buildings  for  the  alternate  resi- 
deiice  of  Congress  in  two  places  will  be' productive  of  the  most  salutary 
■eltects,  by  securing  the  mutual  confidence  and  affections  of  t!ie  States    Re 
solved    Th&t  buildmgs  be  provided  for  the  use  of  Congress  nt  or  near  the 
lower    alls  of  the  Potomac,t  or  Georgetown,  provided  a  suitable  district 
^oii  tlie  banks  of  the  river  can  be  procui-cd  for  a  federal  town,  and  the  rio-ht 
oi  soil,  and  an  exchi.ive  jurisdiction,  or  suc!i  other  as  Congress  may  direct 
shall  be  vested  in  the  United  St  ites.^'  ^  ' 

On  the  2t)th  of  December,  1784,  the  old  Congress  passed,  among  others, 
tae  toJ lowing  resolutions;  -d        >  i  ^  , 

iJrST^'-'"^'  ^^^1^  i"  expedient  that  Congress  proceed  to  take  measures 
ior  procuring  suitable  buildings  to  be  erected  tor  their  accommodation. 

'  Resolved,  1  hat  it  is  inexpedient  for  Congress,  at  this   time    to  erect 
public  buildmgs  for  their  accommodation  at  more  than  one  place  " 
no^i^f  ?'°''f  °^'  ^^  f"  continental  Congress,  as  to  the  expediency  and 

"    hn    I  f"'  ""     '''T^  -^^  ^^'"  '"^^  '^''^'^^  ^^«^«^'^'  Government,  over  which 
It  should  have  peculiar  if  not  exclusive  jurisdiction,  are  produced  to  show 

ohl..  1?  ""■  -f  P^'^^'^^°'^.  '''  t'^e  constitution  upon  that  subject,  and  the 
ob.iec.  01  wnie  1  the  acquisition  of  such  a  territory  v..as  desired  That 
object,  beyond  a.11  question,  was  to  secure  a  seat  for  "the  Federal  Govern- 
m.nt,  xvhere  the  power  of  self-protection  should  be  ample  and  complete 
and  where  it  might  be  exercised  without  collision  or  conflLt  with !?££ 
ative  powers  of  any  of  the  States,  so  far  as  its  exercise  should  be  required 
or  the  great  national  purposes  for  which  the  peculiar  or  exclusive  iurisdic- 
non  was  .ought  to  bo  obtained.     The  jurisdiction  was  made  excTuC  not 

adi^  to  ^h"n  '';^,  '"^f ""'  ''f  f '  ''''y  '""'"'^  ''''y  ^considerate  citizen'wil 
admit,  to  cnange  the  object  of  the  grant  of  the  jurisdiction  when  it  should 

*  Journals  of  the  Old  Congress,  vol.  r..  p.  238        t  Juumab  of  the  01 J  Congress,  p.  299. 
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be  made,  but  to  secure  that  object  more  effectually  by  making  the  Federal 
Government  independent  of  State  interference,  and  of  State  protection, 
within  the  district  where  it  was  to  be  located,  and  w'here  its  deliberations 
should  be  held.  Had  the  legislative  power  of  Congress  over  this  Districi 
not  been  maeje  exclusive,  one  of  the  great  and  wise  objects  intended  to  be 
secured,  the  prevention  of  conflict  between  Federal  and  State  legislation, 
would  have  been  necessarily  deJeated.  Every  statesman  wnll  admit  the  ex- 
treme inconvenienrc  and  danger  of  granting  powers  of  legislation  of  the 
same  character,  and  to  be  exercised  withm  the  same  territory  (powers  of 
local  and  niunicipal  legislation),  to  two  distinct  and  independent  legislative 
bodies;  and  the  extreme  ditficult5%  if  not  impossibility,  of  so  defining  the  por- 
tions of  power  to  be  exercised  by  each,  as  to  prevent  constant  conflict  and 
collision.  This  must  have  been  the  result,  if  any  division  of  the  powers  of 
local  legislation,  within  the  District  of  Columbia,  had  been  made  between 
Congress  anei  the  States  by  which  the  territory  was  ceded  to  the  United 
States.  Congress  reennred  all  that  power  which,  through  all  time,  woulel 
be  indispensably  necestary  for  its  own  protection,  and  also  to  render  all  the 
departments  of  the  Federal  Government  independent  of  State  authority, 
and  entirely  dependent  on,  and  obedient  to,  the  Federal  Legislature,  and  it 
alone,  in  all  matters  of  police  or  municipal  legislation.  The  adoption  of  the 
Federal  Constitution  by  the  people  of  the  several  States  with  this  provision 
in  it,  shows  that  the  attainmient  of  these  objects  was  considered  of  para- 
mount importtince ;  and  hence,  in  the  judgment  of  your  committee,  the 
power  in  c[uestion  was  made  exclusive. 

Assuming  the  correctness  of  these  premises,  the  next  inquiry  is,  what 
expectations  were  the  States  by  which  the  District  was  ceded,  as  v/ell  as 
their  sister  States,  authojized  to  entertain  as  to  the  exercise  by  Congress  of 
the  legislative  powers  derived  from  these  cessions?  The  cessions  included 
not  only  a  portion  of  the  territory  of  those  States,  but  also  a  portion  of 
their  citizens.  To  secure  the  great  national  objects  inteneled  by  the  cession. 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  States  over  those  citizens,  as  well  as  over  the  terri- 
tory of  the  District,  Mas  transferred  to  the  Federal  Legislature.  This 
transfer,  from  the  necessity  of  the  case,  abridged  the  rights  of  the  citizens 
within  the  territory,  who  had  been  formerly  entitled  to  vote  for  their  legis- 
lators and  other  rulers,  by  subjecting  them  to  a  Government  composed  of 
persons  in  whose  election  they  were  to  have  no  choice.  Their  governance, 
however,  was  confided  to  those  entrusted  with  the  common  government  of 
all  the  States  :  and  when  we  reflect  upon  the  confidence  reposed  in  Con- 
gress by  the  States  that  maele  the  transfer,  and  by  the  citizens  transferred, 
it  accounts  at  once  for  tlie  readiness  with  which  the  cession  was  effected. 
Still,  the  question  recurs,  what  expectations  might  reasonably  be  cntertaineel 
by  the  States  making  the  cession,  by  the  other  States  of  the  Confederacy, 
so  far  as  their  interests  were  directly  or  indirectly  involved,  and  by  the 
citizens  thus  placed  under  the  peculiar  core  of  Congress,  as  to  its  exercise 
of  the  powers  conferred  upon  it  by  this  cession  of  territories  for  a  seat  of 
the  Federal  Government? 

Your  committee  have  no  hesitation  to  say,  in  answer  to  this  inepiiry,  that 
those  expectatioiis,  by  all  the  parties  interested,  not  only  might,  but  must 
have  been,  that  Congress  would  exercise  the  powers  conferred,  so  far  as 
their  exercise  should  be  found  necessary  for  the  great  national  objects  of 
the  cession,  with  strict  reference  to  the  accomplishment  of  those  objects  ; 
and  that  all  other  nowcrs  conferred  bv  the  cession  would  be  exercised  with 
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an  equally  strict  reference  to  the  interests  and  welfare  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  District — (hose  citizens  of  two  free  States  who  had  been  made  dependent 
on  Congress  for  their  local  legislation,  for  the  protection  of  life,  hberty,  and 
property — rights  gnarar:tied  by  the  constitution  to  all  the  citizens  of  thr 
Coniederacy — in  order  that  a  seat  ibr  the  Federal  Government,  subject  to 
the  exclusive  control  of  Congress,  might  be  granted  to  it.  If  these  posi- 
tions are  correct,  it  follows  necessarily  that  the  institutions,  the  customs,  the 
rights,  the  property,  and  every  other  incident  pertaining  to  those  citizens, 
and  municipal  in  its  character,  which  they  enjoyed  as  citizens  of  the  States 
to  wiiich  they  belonged  before  the  cession  of  the  District,  and  which  did 
not  then,  and  have  not  yet,  interfered  with  the  great  national  ri<i-hts  and 
privileges  intended  to  be  secured  by  the  cession,  should  have  been  hitherto, 
and  should  beinalltimetocome.guardedandpreservedwiththesame  paternal 
care  and  kindness  with  which  tiie  Legislatures  of  the  States,  to  which  they 
belonged,  would  have  guarded  and  protected  them  if  they  had  continued  to 
be  intrusted  to  their  respective  jurisdictions. 

Your  committee  rely  confidently  upon  this  as  the  great  rule  for  the  faith- 
ful action  of  Congress  in  reference  to  this  subject.  They  feel  assured  that 
no  rational  man  will  differ  with  tliem.  Two  questions,  then,  remain  to  be 
considered,  to  determine  whether  Congress  should  or  should  not  attempt  to 
interfere  v/ith  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  vi    : 

1.  Do  the  great  national  objects  which  were  intended  to  be  secured  to 
the  Federal  Govei-nment  by  the  cession  of  the  territory  require  such  action 
on  th.c  part  of  Congress  ! 

Your  connnittee  will  make  no  argument  upon  so  plain  a  proposition.  No 
individual  witlnn  their  knowledge,  not  even  the  most  deluded  fanatic,  has 
ever  asked,  or  attempted  to  justify,  a  me;\sure  of  tfiis  description  upon  such 
u  pretext.  The  secm'ity  and  independence  of  Con2:ress.  from  the  moment 
of  its  removal  to  this  District  to  tlie  present  hour,  have  been  as  perfect  as 
the  framers  of  the  constitution  could  have  desired.  No  intimation  has  ever 
been  heard  that  the  existence  of  slavery  in  ti.e  District  of  ( "olumbia  has 
ever  produced  the  slightest  danger  or  inconvenience  either  to  the  interests 
or  to  the  officers  of  the  Federal  Government  within  it.  Surely,  then.  Con- 
gress cannot  be  called  upon  to  interfere  with  that  institution  within  the 
District  as  one  of  its  duties  growing  out  of  the  national  objects  connected 
with  the  cession  ;  and  if  such  interference  is  demanded  from  it,  the  demand 
must  grow  out  of  its  relations  to  the  District  as  a  local  legislature.  This 
brings  the  committee  to  the  remaining  question. 

2d.  Would  the  States  of  Maryland  and  Virginia,  if  the  cession  of  this 
territory  to  the  Federal  Government  had  not  been  made,  from  any  thing 
which  has  been  shown  lo  Congress,  be  induced  to  interfere  with,  or  abolish, 
the  institution  of  domestic  slavery  within  it? 

At  the  time  of  the  cession  from  those  States,  slavery  existed  in  every 
portion  of  their  territory,  in  the  same  degree,  and  subject  to  the  same  laWs 
and  regulations,  by  which  it  was  authorized  and  regulated  in  the  territory 
ceded  to  the  Federal  Government.  It  still  exists  in  those  States,  without 
any  material  variation  or  modification  of  their  laws  respecting  it.  As  those 
States  then,  have  not  abolished  it  within  the  territories  remaining  under 
their  jurisdiction,  is  it  reasonable  to  suppose  that  they  would  have  abolished 
it  in  the  territory  comprising  the  District,  had  diey  continued  to  retain 
their  original  jurisdiction  over  it?  Can  any  reason  whatever  be  given  for 
tlie  abolition  of  slavery  in  this  particular  District,  which  does  not  apply 


10 


[  Rep.  No.  691.  ] 


with  eqiuil  force  to  every  other  slaveholding  section  of  the  country?  Can 
any  cause  be  shown  why  the  States  of  Maryland  and  A^irginia  would  have 
abolished,  or  would  now  abolish,  slavery  in  this  District,  had  it  continued 
to  form  a  part  of  tiiose  States  respectively,  which  would  not  have  warranted 
or  produced  general  abolition  throughout  tjjose  States?  Most  unquestion- 
ably not!  As  those  States  then,  have  not  abolished  slavery  in  the  residue 
of  their  territory,  it  is  evident  that  they  would  not  have  abolished  it  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  if  it  had  continued  subject  to  their  action.  It  follows 
conclusively,  therefore,  that  Congress,  as  the  local  legislature  of  the  Dis- 
trict, and  acting  independently  of  the  national  considerations  corniected 
with  its  powers  over  it,  is  bound,  for  the  preservation  of  the  public  faith, 
and  the  rights  of  ah  the  parties  interested, -to  act  upon  the  same  reasons^ 
and  to  exercise  the  same  paternal  regard,  which  would  have  governed  tire 
States  by  whiclr-the  District  was  ceded  to  the  Federal  Government.  And 
it  is  unnecessary  to  add,  that  Congress  has  acted  wisely  in  treatmg  the  in- 
stitutions found  in  existence  at  the  time  of  tlie  cession,  as  the  institutions  of 
the  people  of  tire  District;  in  continuing  their  laws  and  customs,  as  the 
laws  and  customs  to  wliich  they  had  been  used,  and  v^^iich  should  never 
be  altered,  or  interiered  with,  except  where  tlie  people  themselves  may  be 
desirous  of  a  change. 

Your  committee  must  go  further,  and  express  their  full  conviction,  tliat 
any  interference  by  Congress  with  the  private  interests  or  rights  oi  the  citi- 
zens of  this  District,  without  their  consent,  Vv'ould  be  a  breach  of  the  faitli 
reposed  in  tiie  Federal  Government  by  the  States  that  made  the  cession, 
and  as  violent  an  infraction  of  private  rights  as  it  would  have  been  if  those 
States  theraselves,  supposing  their  jurisdiction  had  remained  unimpaired 
over  their  territory,  had  abolished  slavei:y  witJhn  those  portions  of  their  re- 
spective limits,  and  had  continued  its  existence,  upon  its  present  basis,  in 
every  other  portion  of  them.     And  surely  there  is  no  citizen,  in  any  quar- 
ter of  the  country,  who  has  the  smallest  regard  for  our  laws  and  institu- 
tions, State  cind  national,  or  for  equal  justice,  and  an  equality  of  rights  and 
privileges  among  citizens  entitled  to  it,  who  would  attempt  to  justity  such 
an  outrage  on  the  part  of  those  States.     The  question  then  is.  Are  the  citi- 
zens of  the  District  desirous  of  a  change  themselves  ?     Has  any  request  or 
movement  been  made  by  them  that  would  justify  an  interference  with  their 
private  rights  on  the  part  of  Congress?  None,  whatever!     The  citizens  of 
the  District  not  only  have  not  solicited  any  action  on  the  part  of  Congress, 
but  it  is  well  known  that  they  earnestly  deprecate  such  action,  and  regard 
with  abhorrence,  the  efforts  that  are  made  by  others,  who  have  no  interest 
Avhatever  in  the  District,  to  eflect  it.     It  is  'impossible,  therefore,  that  any 
such  interference  on  the  part  of  Congress  could  be  justified,  or  even  pal- 
hated,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  sought  or  desired  by  those  who  are  alone 
interested  in  tl^e  subject.     If,  therefore,  Congress  were  to  interfere  with  this 
description  of  property  against  the  consent  of  the  people  of  the  District, 
your  committee  feel  bound  to  say,  that  it  would  be  as  gross  a  breacli  of 
public  faith,  and  as  outrageous  an  infraction  of  private  rights,  as  it  would 
liave  been  if  such  interference  had  been  committed  by  the  States  of  which 
the  District  was  formerly  a  part,  supposing  that  it  never  had  been  ceded  to 
the  United  States. 

Your  committee  wih  here  anticipate  an  objection  which  may  be  urijed 
against  this  reasoning,  and  these  conclusions.  They  liave  shown  that  dio 
powers  of  Congress  over  this  District  divide  themselves  into  two  classes 
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national  and  local ;  that  in  reference  to  the  former,  the  action  of  Congress 
should  be  governed  by  the  interests  of  the  whole  country,  so  far  as  "they 
are  connected  with  the  branches  of  the  Federal  Government  located  within 
the  JJi::;(rict ;  that  in  reference  to  tlie  latter,  its  powers  are,  and  its  action 
should  be,  those  of  a  local  and  municipal  legislature,  extending  its  paternal 
care  and  protection  over  the  citizens  dependent  upon,  and  subjected  to.  this 
branch  of  its  authority  ;  that  in  the  exercise  of  its  {)Owers,  the  safest  stand  in 
reference  to  slavery  is,  what  would  the  States  to  which  the  District 
originally  belonged,  and  of  which  its  citizens  were  oriirinally  citizens, 
have  done  m  case  theii;^  jurisdiction  had  never  been  transferred  to  Con- 
gress; and  that  those  States  would  certainly  not  have  intericred  with 
the  institution  of  slavery  in  the  District,  had  the  power  to  do  so  remained 
with  them.  The  objection  anticipated  is,  that  the  States  in  question  have 
pursued  an  unwise  policy  as  to  themselves,  and  that  their  having  done  so 
shonld  not  have  bound  Congress,  as  the  local  legislature  of  Ihe  District,  to 
a  similar  policy  in  relation  to  its  government.  To  this,  however,  your 
committee  consider  it  perfectly  conclusive  to  reply,  t'nat  under  our  institu- 
tions, that  people  is  the  best  goTCrned,  which  is  governed  most  in  accord- 
ance with  its  own  habits,  interests,  and  wishes;"  that  the  policy  hitherto 
pursued  by  Congress  in  relcrence  to  slavery  wiiliin  the  District,  your  com- 
mittee have  every  reason  to  believe,  has  been  in  perfect  conformity  with 
the  wishes  and  interests  of  the  citizens  concerned;  and  that  it  will  be  time 
enough  for  Congress,  acting  as  the  local  legislature  of  the  District,  and  m 
that  capacity  bound  to  consult  the  governed,  as  the  regulators  of  its  action, 
to  move  in  any  matter  relating  to  their  private  interests  and  rights,  when 
they  themselves  shall  ask  such  movemenl. 

There  is  another  consideration  connected  v/ith  this  part  of  the  argument, 
which  your  committee  think  worthy  of  attention,  it  is  this:  that  there 
is  no  l;iw  in  the  District  prohibiting  the  master  irom  mairamittino-  his 
slaves,  which  he  may  do  at  his  own  discretion,  and  without  incurring  any 
responsibility  whatever.  Certain  it  is  that  no  such  law  lias  been  passed 
by  Congress.  The  citizens  of  the  District,  therefore,  have  no  necessity  for 
the  aid  of  Congres:s,  should  they  wish  tlie  abolition  of  slavery  anions  tlieni. 
They  have  only  to  exercise  an  existing  right,  and  their  wish  wilf  be  ac- 
complished. Can  there  be  more  decisive  evidence,  then,  that  they  do  not 
wish  the  abolition  of  slavery,  than  that  it  continues  to  exist  among  them  ? 
or  can  any  one  desire  more  conclusive  proof  that  any  attempt  by  Congress 
to  effect  this  object  by  the  force  of  law  would  be  an  interference  with  the 
rights  of  private  property,  agauist  the  wishes  and  consent  of  those  con- 
cerned, and  for  none  of  the  purposes  for  which  Conirress  is  authorized  by 
the  constitution  to  take  p.rivate  property  for  public  use  ? 

Hence,  your  committee  believe  ^they  have  proved,  beyond  the  pov/er  of 
contradiction,  that  an  interference  by  Congress  with  slavery  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  would  be  a  violation  of  the  public  faith— of  the  fliit'h  reposed 
in  Congress  by  the  States  which  ceded  the  territory  to  the  Federal 
Government,  so  far  as  the  rights  and  interests  of  those  citizens  residing 
within  the  ceded  territory  are  concerned. 

Your  committee  will  now  consider  this  proposition  in  reference  io  the 
interests  of  the  States  of  Maryland  and  Virginia.  They  were  slaveholding 
States  at  the  time  they  made  their  cession,  and  they  are  so  still.  They 
entirely  surround  this  District,  from  which  they  are  only  separated  upon 
all  sides  by  imaginary  lines.     They  made  the  cession  for  the  great  national 
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objects  which  have  been  already  pointed  out,  and  thev  made  it  from  motives 
of  patriotism  alone,  and  without  any  compensation  from  the  Federal  Go- 
-vernment  for  tho  surrender  of  jurisdiction  over  commandinij  positions  in 
both  States.  Tiie  surrender  was  made  for  purposes  deemed  sufficiently 
iraportant,  by  all  the  original  States,  to  be  provided  for  in  the  constitution 
of  the  United  States;  and  it  was  made  in  conformity  with  that  provision  oi' 
the  constitution.  It  is  surely  unnecessary,  after  this  statement  of  facts,  to 
imdertake  to  show  that  those  patriotic  States  made  this  cession  for  pur- 
poses of  good  to  tlie  Union,  and  consequently  to  themselves,  and  not  for 
purposes  of  evil  to  themselves,  and  consequently  to  the  Union;  and  that 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  accepted  "the  cession  for  the  same 
good,  and  not  for  evil,  purposes. 

If,  then,  it  can  be  demonstrated  that  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  would  produce  evil,  and  not  good,  to  the  States  that  made 
the  cession,  the  conclusion  is  inevitable  that  "such  an  act  on  the  part  of 
Congress  would  be  a  violation  of  the  faith  reposed  in  it  by  those  States. ' 
To  all  to  whom  this  is  not  perfectly  palpable  without  an  argument,  the 
following  considerations  are  presented: 

It  has  been  already  said  that  the  States  of  Maryland  and  Virg-inia  sur- 
round the  District.  It  has  also  been  shown  tliat,  "in  reference  l"o  slavery 
within  the  District,  the  relations  of  Congress  are  entirely  those  of  a  local 
legislature,  and  that  its  action  therefore,  in" this  capacity,  should  be  governed 
by  the  same  reasons  which  would  have  governed  those  States  themiSelves 
in  relation  to  this  subject,  if  their  jurisdiction  over  this  territory  had  never 
been  surrendered.  Let  us  suppose,  then,  that  this  jurisdiction  had  never 
been  surrendered  by  Maryland  and  Virginia,  and  that  it  was  now  proposed 
that  they  should  abolish  slavery,  and  relinquish  all  power  of  legislation 
over  free  blacks,  within  the  portions  of  those  States  which  constitute  the 
District  of  Colimibia,  retaining  their  respective  institutions  of  slavery  in 
all  the  remaining  portions  of  their  territory.  Who  is  there  that  would 
not  be  amazed  at  tlie  folly  of  such  an  act?  Who  does  not  see  that  such 
a  step  would  necessarily  produce  discontent  and  insurrections  in  the  re- 
mainijig  portions  of  those  States?  Who  does  not  perceive  that  under 
such  circumstances  the  District  would  constitute  at  once  a  neutral  ground, 
upon  which  hosts  of  free  blacks,  fugitive  slaves,  and  incendiaries,  would 
be  assembled  in  the  work  of  general  abolitionism;  and  that  from  such 
a  magazine  of  evil,  every  conceivable  mischief  would  be  spread  throuo-h 
the  surrounding  country,  with  almost  the  rapidity  of  the  rnovements^of 
the  atmosphere?  Surely  no  one  can  doubt  the  certainty  of  the  conse- 
quential evils  in  the  case  supposed.  How  then  can  any  doubt  or  deny  the 
dangers  in  the  case  before  us?  The  territory  is  the  same;  it  is  sur- 
rounded by  the  same  portions  of  slaveholding  Staies ;  and  the  only  dif- 
ference is,  that  in  the  case  supposed,  the  abolition  would  be  the  work  of 
State  authorities,  while,  in  the  other,  it  is  sought  to  accomplish  it  by  the 
authority  of  Congress.  The  condnion  of  things  before  and  after  it  is  done, 
is  the  same  in  bo'th  cases,  and  the  opportunities  for  mischief,  in  case  the 
work  be  accomplished,  are  equal  in  both.  Can  it  be  necessary  to  say 
more,  to  establish  the  position,  that  any  interference  with  slavery  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  on  the  part  of  Congress,  would  be  a  violation  of  the 
public  faith,  the  faitli  reposed  in  Congress  by  those  States,  and  without 
which  they  never  could  have  been  induced  to  have  made  that  cession? 

It  only  remains  under  this  head  to  show  that  Congress  could  not  inter- 
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fere  with  slavery  in  the  District  of  Cohimbia.  without  a  violation  of  the 
public  faith,  in  reference  to  the   slaveholding  States  g<!nerally,  as  well  a.<* 
to  the  States  of  Virginia  and  Maryland.     The  provision  in  the  constitution 
authorizing  Congress  to  accept  the  cession  of  a  territory  for  a  seat  of  the 
Federal  Government,  and  to  exercise  exclusive  jurisdiction  over  it,  was  as 
general   and  universal  as  any  other  provision   in  that  instrument.     In  its 
national  objects  all  the  States  were  equally  interested,   and  so  far  as  there 
was  any  danger  that  the  powers  of  local  legislation  conferred  on  Congress 
might  interfere  with,  or  injuriously  affect,  the  institutions  of  the  various 
States,  each  State  possessed  an  interest  proportioned  to  the  probable  dan- 
ger to  itself.     As  far  as  your  committee  know  or  believe,   however,  no  ap- 
prehension of  an  interference  on  the  subject  of  domestic  slavery  was  enter- 
tained in  any  quarter,  or  expressed  by  any  statesman  of  tlie  day.     An  ex- 
amination of  the  commentaries  on  the  constitution  will  show  that  various 
apprehensions  were  entertained,  as  to  the  powers  conferred  on  Congress,  by 
this  clause,  such  as  that  privileged  classes  of  society  might  be  created 
within   the   District:  tliat  a  standing  army,  dangerous   to  tiie   liberties  of 
the  country,  might  be  organized  and  sustained   within  it,  and  the  like; 
but  not  a  suggestion    can  be  found  that,    inuL^r  the  local    j)owers  to  be 
conferred,  any  attempt  would  be  made  to  interfere  with  the  private  rights 
of  the  citizens  who   might  be  embraced  within  the    District,  or  to  dis- 
turb, or  change,  directly,  or  by  consequence,  the  municipal  institutions  of  the 
States,  or  that  the  subject  of  domestic  slavery,  as  it  existed   in  the  States, 
could  be  in  any  way  involved  in  the  proposed  cession.     At  that  time,  all 
the  States  held  slaves.     Many  of  them  have  since,  by  their  own  independ- 
ent action,  without  influence  or  interference  from  the  Federal  Government, 
or  from  their  sister  States,  effected,  in  their  own   time  and  way,  the    work 
of  emancipation  ;  others  of  the  original  States,  remain  as  they  were  at  the 
tim3  of  the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  in  reference  to  this  description  of 
property,  and  several  new  members  have  been  admitted    into  the  Union  a.s 
slaveholding    States.      All  the  States  which  have  held,  or  now  hold,  slave 
})rop3rty,  have  invariably  considered  the  institution  as    one    exclusively 
subject  to  State  authority,  and  not  to  be  affected,  directly  or  indirectly,  bv 
i'^ederal  interference.     The  practice  of  the  Government,  as  well  as  its  the- 
ory, has  established  this  doctrine,  and  the  action  of  the  States,  in  retaining 
or   abolishing   the    institution  at  pleasure,   has  conformed   entirely  to  tliis 
principle.    Now  the  subject  of  Federal  interference  hac  become  one  of  some 
agitation,  and  Congress  is  solicited   to  adopt  measures  in  relation  to  the 
District  of  Columbia,  which  have  been  shov/n  to  be  most  dangerous  and  de- 
structive to  the  security  and  interests  of  the  two  slaveholding  States  by 
which  it  was  ceded  to  the  Federal  Government.     Your  (N)mmittce  will  not 
trouble  the  House  to  prove,  that  any  measure  of  the  Federal  Ijegislataro 
which  would  hav^e  this  tendency  in  those  two  States,  would,  from  the  very 
necessity  of  the  case,  and  the  unity  of  the  interest  wherever  it  exists,  have 
the  sama  tendency,  measurably,  in  all  the  other  slaveholding  members  of 
the  Union.     This  position  is  too  plain  for  argument.     If,  then,  all   the 
States  were  ecpaally  interested  in  the  national  objects  for  which  this  territo- 
ry was  ceded  as  tiie  seat  of  the  Federal  Government:  if  tliat  cssion  was  de- 
signed by  the  framers  of  the  constitution,  to  enure  to  the    beneiit  of  ihe 
whole  Contederacy,  and  was  made  in  turtherauce  of  that  design:  and  if  Con- 
gress, contrary  to  the  obvious  intent  and  spirit  of  the  cession,  sliall  do  an 
act  not  required  by  the  national  objects  contemplated  by  it.  but  directly  re- 
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pngnant  to  t'le  interests  and  wishes  of  tlie  citizens  of  the  ceded  territory,  and 
calculated  to  disturb  the  peace,  and  endanger  the  interests,  of  the  slave- 
holding  members  of  the  Union,  such  an  act^must  be  in  violation  of  the  pub- 
lic faith ;  of  the  taith  reposed  in  Congress  by  the  States  tliat  made  the  ces- 
sion, and  which  would  be  deeply  injured  by  sucti  an  exercise  of  power 
under  it ;  and  also  of  the  laith  reposed  in  that  body  by  all  tlie  States,  inas- 
much as  no  independent  State  in  the  Union  can  be  injured  in  its  peace,  or 
its  rightful  interests,  by  the  action  of  the  Federal  Government,  without  a 
corresponding  injury  to  every  member  of  the  confederated  States. 

Your  committee  have  already  sJiown  that  an  interference  with  slavery 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  would  involve  a  violation  of  the  public  faitli, 
as  regards  the  rights  and  interests  of  the  citizens  thereof     Tliey  recur  to 
tins  topic,  hoM^ever,  on  account  of  its  iini)ortance,  and  ibr  the  purpose  of 
putting  it  in  another  light,  and,  as  they  consider,  upon  unanswerable  ground. 
They  are  aware  that,  under  the  constitution.'  Congress  possesses  "  exclu- 
sive legislation"  over  the  aforesaid  District;  but  the  power  of  legislation 
was  given  to  be  exercised  for  beneficial  purposes  only,  and  cannot,  there- 
fore, be  exercised,  consistently  witli  public  faith,  for  any  object  tliat  is  at 
vrar  with  the  great  prhiciples  upon  which  the  Government  itself  is  founded. 
The  constitution,  to  be  properly  understood,  must  be  talcen  as  a  whole. 
Wiierever  a  particular  power  is  granted,  the  extent  to  which  it  may  be 
carried  can  only  be  inferred  from  other  provisions  by  v/hich  it  maybe  regu- 
lated or  restrained.     The  constitution,  wbile  it  confers  upon  Con o-ress  ex- 
clusive legislation  within  this  District,  does  not,  and  could  not,  confer  un- 
limited or  despotic  authority  over  it.     It  could  confer  no  pov/er  contrary  to 
the  fundamental  principles  of  the  constitution  itself,  and  the  essential   and 
unalieiiable  rights  of  American  citizens.     The  right  to  legislate,  therefore, 
(to  make  t!io  constitution  consistent  with  itself,)  is  evidently  cpialified  by 
the  provision  that  --no  man  shall  be  deprived  of  life,  liberty,  or  property, 
without  due  process  of  lavv,"t  and  various  others  of  a  similar  character. 
We  lay  it  dovv'n  as  a  rule,  tiiat  no  Government  can  do  any  thing  directly  re- 
pugnant to  the  principles  of  natural  justice  and  of  the  social  compact'     It 
would  be  totally  subversive  of  all  the  purposes  for  which  government  is  in- 
stil uted.     YiHtlel  says  :  -  The  great  end  of  civil  society  is,' whatever  consti- 
tutes happiness  with  the  peaceful  possession  of  property."'     No  republican 
would  tolerate  that  a  man  should  be  punished,  by  a  special  statute,  for  an 
act  not  legally  juinishable  at  tlio  time  of  its  commission.     No  republican 
could  approve  utiy  system  of  legislation  by  which  priyate  contracts,  law- 
fully made,  should  be  declared  null  and  void,  or  by  which  the  property  of 
an  individual,  iav/fuiiy  acquired,  should  be  arbitrarily  wrested  from  him'  by 
the  high  hand  oi  power.     But  these  great  principles  are  not  left  for  thei'r 
sui)port  to  tlie  natural  feelings  of  the  human  heart,  or  to  the  mere  general 
.spirit  of  republican  government.     They  are  expressly  incorporated  in  the 
consiil.uion,  and  they  have  also  been  recognised,  and"  insisted  on,   by  the 
Supreme  (Jourt  of  the  United  States,  whicfi  lays  down  the  following  s'ound 
and  incontrovertible  doctriiie :  "  There  are  act's  which  the  federal  or  State 
Lep^idatiires.caimot  do,   without  exceeding  their  authority.     There  are 
ce-taiii  vital  principle^  in  our  free  republican  Government,  which  Mall  de- 
tcraiine  and  overrule  an  apparent  and  flagrant  abuse  of  legislative  ]:!ower ; 
as  to  authorize  manifest  injustice  by  positive  law,  or  to  take  away  that  se- 
•curity  for  personal  liberty  or  private  property,  for  the  protection  whereof 
"♦  Article  1,  section  8.  t  AQ:eiidmentK  to  the  Constitulion,  art.  5. 
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the  Government  was  established.     An  act  of  the  legislature,  contrary  to  the 
great  first  principles  of  the  social  compact,  cannot  be  considered  a  right- 
ful exercise  of  legislative  authority.     The  oblioration  of  a  law,  in  Govern- 
ments established  on  express  compact,  and  on  republican  priiiciples,  must 
be  determined  by  the  nature  of  the  power  on  which  it  is  founded.    A  few  in- 
stances will  suffice  to  explain.    A  law  that  puni.shed  a  citizen  for  iin  ujnocent 
action,  or  tliat  was  in  violation  of  an  existing  law  :  a  lavv^  that  destrojrs  or  im- 
pairs the  obligation  of  the  lawful  private  contractsof  citizens:  alaw  that  makes 
a  man  a  judge  in  his  own  case ;  or  a  law  that  takes  property  rroni  A.  and  o-ives 
It  to  B.    It  is  against  all  reason  and  justice  for  a  people  to  entrust  a  lefrislature 
wuh  such  powers,  and  therefore  it  cannot  be  presumed  that  they  have  done  it. 
The  legislature  may  enjoin  or  permit,  forbid  or  pupish  ;  they  may  declare 
new  cnmes,  and  establish  rules  of  conduct  for  future  cases  ;  but  they  can- 
not change  innocence  mto  guilt,  or  panisli  innocence  as  a  crime,  or  violate 
the  rights  of  an  antecedent  lawful  private  contract,  or  the  right' of  private 
property.  To  maintain  tliat  our  Federal  or  i^taie  Legislatures  possess  such 
powers,  even  if  they  had  not  ocen  expressly  restrained,  wonhl  he  a  political 
heresy,  altogether  inadmissibh  in  our  free  republican    Government."'' 
Now,  every  principle  here  affirmed  by  the  court,  applies  to,  and  protects,  thr 
people  of  this  District,  as  well  as  the  people  of  the  States      The  inhabitants 
oi  this  District  are  a  part  of  the  people  of  the  United  States.     Every  right 
and  interest  secured  by  the  constitution  to  the  people  of  the  States.  isequ;dlv 
secured  to  the  people  of  the  District.     Con::,n-ess  can  therefore  do  no  act 
aiiecting  property  or  person,  in  relation  to  tliis  District,  which  it  is  prohi- 
bited to  do  in  relation  to  the  citizens  of  the  States,  without  a  direct  viola- 
tion of  the  public  faith.     For  instance,  it  is  a  well  setded  constitutional 
principle,  that  "private  property  shall  not  be  taken  ibr  public  use.  without 
jusi  compensation."     Now,  the  true  meaning  of  this  provision  obviously  is 
that  private  property  shall  be  taken  only  lor  public  use.  but  shall  not  be 
taken,  even  then,  without  adequate  remuneration.     It  is  evident,  however. 
in  reference  to  slavery,  either  that  the  Government  would  use  the  slaves! 
or  that  it  would  not.     If  it  would  use  them,  then  tliey  would  not  be  eman- 
cipated ;  and  it  would  be  an  idle  mockery  to  talk  of  the  freedom  of  those 
who  would  only  cease  to  be  private,  to  become  public,  slaves.     If  it  would 
not  use  them,  then  how  could  it  be  said  that  they  were  taken  for  the  public 
use,  consistei.tly  with  the  provision  just  recited?     But  even  if  they  could 
be  taken  without  reference  to  public  use,  they  could  not  be  taken  without 
just  compensation.     It  is  exceedingly  questionable,  however,  whether  Con- 
gress could  legally  apply  the  public' revenue  to  such  an  object,  even  with 
the  consent  of  the  owners  of  the  slaves.     As  to  emancipation  without  their 
consent,  and  without  just  compensation,  your  committee  will  not  stop  to 
consider  it.     It  could  not  bear  examinatioii.     Honor,  humanity,  policy,  all 
forbid  It.     It  is  manifest,  then,  from  all  the  considerations  herein  stated, 
(and  there  are  others  equally  forcible  that  miirht  be  uro-ed)  that  Con<n-ess 
could  not  abolish  slavery  in  tlie  District  of  Colambia,  witliout  a  violation 
of  the  public  faith. 

Your  committee  Vvall  only  add  one  or  two  reflections  upon  this  intercstuK'- 
point.  ^  '  ^ 

What  is  the  meaning  of  the  declaration  adopted  by  the  House,  in  rela 
tion  to  the  District  of  Columbia?     Is  it  not,  that  Congress  cannot  and  wil' 
not  do  an  act  which  it  has  solemnly  proclaimed  to  involve  a  violation  oi 
*  Dallas's  Rep.  vol,  3,  p.  388, 
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the  public  faith  1  Does  it  not  afford  every  security  to  the  South  which  it 
is  in  the  power  of  the  Federal  Government  to  atford  1  Is  it  not  tantamount^ 
in  its  binding  obligation  upon  the  Government,  to  a  positive  declaration, 
that  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Cohmibia  would  be  uncon- 
stitutional? Nay,  is  it  not  even  more  efficacious  in  point  of  fact)  Con- 
stitutional provisions  are  matters  of  construction.  The  opinion  of  one 
House,  upon  an  abstract  controverted  point,  may  be  overruled  and  reversed 
by  another.  But  when  Congress  has  solemnly  declared  that  a  particular 
act  loould  be  a  violation  of  the  public  faith,  is  it  to  be  supposed  that  it 
would  ever  violate  a  pledge  thus  given  to  the  country  ?  Can  any  aboli- 
tionist expect  it  ?  Need  any  citizen  of  a  slave  State  fear  it  J  What  is  pub- 
lic faith  but  the  honor  of  the  Government  I  Why  are  treaties  regarded  as 
sacred  and  inviolable  ?  Why,  but  because  they  involve  the  pledge,  and 
depend  upon  the  sanctity  of  the  national  faith '}  Why  are  all  compacts  or 
promises  made  by  Governments  held  to  be  irrevocably  binding?  Why,  but 
because  they  cannot  break  them  without  committing  perfidy,  and  destroy- 
ing all  confidence  in  their  justice  and  integrity?  Surely  then,  your  com- 
mittee may  say  with  the  utmost  confidence,  (and  the  sentiment  will  be  rati- 
fied by  every  American  heart)  that  the  declaration  now  promulged  in  rela- 
tion to  this  subject,  will  not  be  departed  from  by  any  succeeding  legislature, 
except  under  circumstances  (should  any  such  ever  arise  in  the  progress  of 
our  country)  in  which  a  departure  from  it  would  not  be  regarded  by  the 
slaveholding  States  themselves,  as  a  wanton  or  arbitrary  infraction  of  the 
public  faith ! 

Your  committee  are  further  instructed  to  report,  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
this  House,  Congress  ought  not  to  interfere  in  any  way  with  slavery  in 
the  District  of  Columbia — 

2dly.  Because  it  would  be  unwise  and  impolitic  ! 

It  will  be  palpable  to  the  minds  of  all,  that  if  the  committee  have  suc- 
ceeded in  establishing,  as  they  think  they  have,  that  any  such  interference 
on  the  part  of  Congress  would  be  a  violation  of  the  public  faith,  it  would 
be  a  work  of  supererogation  to  attempt  to  show,  that  such  an  act  would  be 
unwise  and  mipolitic  :  as  there  may  be  some,  however,  who  may  not  agree 
with  them  in  their  arguments  or  conclusions  upon  that  point,  they  feel 
bound,  under  the  instruction  of  the  House,  to  offer  a  few  suggestions  undcf 
this  head. 

The  Federal  Government  was  the  creation  of  the  States  of  the  Confede- 
racy, and  the  great  objects  of  its  creation  and  organization  "were  to  form  a 
more  perfect  union,  establish  justice,  insure  domestic  tranquillity,  and  pro- 
vide for  the  common  defence  and  general  welfare." 

Apply  these  principles,  then,  to  an  interference  by  Congress  with  slavery 
in  the  District  of  Columbia.  Such  action,  to  be  politic,  must  be  in  ac- 
cordance with,  some  one  of  those  great  objects ;  and  it  will  be  the  duty  of 
the  committee,  in  as  concise  a  manner  as  possible,  to  sliow  that  it  would 
not  be  in  accordance  with  either  of  them. 

First,  then,  as  to  the  District  itself 

It  has  already  been  shov/n,  that  any  interference,  unsolicited  by  the  in- 
habitants of  the  District,  cannot  "  establish  justice,"  or  promote  the  cause  of 
justice  within  it,  but  directly  the  reverse.  No  greater  degree  of  slavery 
exists  here  now,  than  did  exist  when  the  constitution  was  adopted,  and 
then  the  inhabitants  of  the  District  were  citizens  of  the  States  of  Mary- 
land and  Virginia,  and  had  a  voice  in  the  adoption  of  that  instrument. 
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contr^mn"'' 'V.l^'^f "' *''"''^    '^  the  jurisdiction  of  Congress,  made  in 

conlormity  with  that  constitution,  could  not  deprive  them  o?the  projection 

o  which  they  were  entitled  by  these  great  leading  precipes  of  i       On 

bhshiuS  ''''^  "^^^^  ^^  ^-^'P^^^  that  c4igres's  would  .es?a 

DlLsh  justice,    as  to  them,  in  strict  compliance  with  the  ffreat  cinrter  nnZr 
which  It  acted,  and  by  which  it  is  forbidden  to  interfer?  with  Jhdr  ri"hN 
of  private  property,  without  their  consent,  or  in  airwarto  S  i^i. 
nously,  the,r  domestic  institutions.     Of  those  institu   Lria  efwas  and 
s  the  most  important ;  and  any  attempt  on  the  part  of  Co  i^  ei'  actmc^  ^s 

fnd  to  thp  in,  ^""'  Pr''P°'-"°"«'l  'o  their  proximity  to  the  Dtstr.c 

ana  to  the  mlk,<;i,ce  upon  the  instiiiit  on  of  slaverv  in  the  Union  of  .„„k 

would  h\-.!i'"/f  i™'"  '""'''"'  'o  """"""  domestic  tranquil    v" 
Td  ,Prv,l»  '■"    ?"f''<"'y  '"  produce  domestic  discord  and  vio  race 

ul  ::;.'rd  s,:str  s:  If riSicf ^ir^he  t  r^  '=°"-— ■' 
s^^r:;^^^^'tf  r  eit::?^s;t- rr  rr  ""^l 

an  insurrectbnary  spirit  mav  he  Pvritr.,!      n-\  '"^  ^"'^"^»t  no  act  by  which 
ioins  it  nn  the  i,'o^  ''i^';."^'^)  '^e  excited.      Ihe  same  proviMon  which  en- 

iican  form  o^"  ro"'      ^T'''T''''^  '°  "guaranty  to  each  State  a  repnb- 
ucaniormot  Government,  and  to  aid  and  protect  p-irl,  <i:t.fo      *'. '^*^f*"^ 

miserya,,dde.ola.i™r=I     o,,^;     frfitr,l?clf  Tn^''^^^^^ 

necessarily  tend  to  fhp  Hpnlnr^.KK  ^  ^•■>iavtiy  ni  ine  jjistiict,  would 

verted,  ImTes^ alre^ltLiTZ'"''"  '°  *'"=''  '"">■  '"""^  ■•"•■ 
forbids  k  to  interfere  •v^'r'''-wrf'  ^T'l  f"""^'?'^  »'  duly  which 
similar  n«erf:;e"c:m".he  m£l  of  crmblr  '""^^'  '"  "''■^"""  '■™"'  -■'' 

rily  ZlUorrurrrndt?l?f.''''','f  ,'",^  ,'="''  *"  ^""W  "^^sstt 
4  interference  ^Z^^^Z  ^ ^k^t^.r  ^Ttt^f  r"X'fe^°S 
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Con.  art.  1,  sec.  8. 
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of  Columbia.     The  nature  and  magnitude  of  those  evils,  hmvever,  require, 
U  at  'Cshould  he  exhibited  more  fully  and  distmctly      The  question  is^ 
Mhethei  slavery  ought  to  be  abolished  in  the  District  ol  Cokimbia?     INow 
suppo^  the  affirmative  ol  this  proposition  were  sustained  by  Congress, 
Xt  would  It  be  but  indirect  legislation,  or  rather  direct  interference,  as 
etfrdlthe  rights  and  property  of  the  southern  States      And  can  any  one 
nSrJme  that  s^uch  a  state  of  things  would  be  patiently  borne?     Bm  his  is 
o  all  •  nay,  it  is  not  half,  the  evil  that  would  lollow.     Could  slavery  be 
aboil  h'ed  in  the  District  without  leading  directly  and  inevitably  to  insubor- 
dmato  a  d  revolt  throughout  the  South?  And  can  any  one  desire  to  pro- 
duce  such  results?     Is  there  a  man  who  has  lorgotten  the  history  ol  St 
Domi  igo  o'the  insurgent  attempts  at  Charleston,  or  the  tragical  scenes  a 
Southampton!  or  the  recent  and  lamentable  occurrences  m  the  States  ol 
Lo^sS  and  Mississippi?  or  is  there  an  individual  ^^^^  .ycnM.2'1 
them  repeated,  and  extended  throughout  the  entire  region  ot  the  South  ? 
Why.  then  w  11  iniatuated  individuals  persist  in  pressing  -  ^f  ^"-'jhich 
s  no   only  impracticable,  as  regards  the  States,  but  ^^"ght  with  evil  to 
he  very  obiects  it  is  proposed  to  benefit?     True  philanthropy  would  avoid 
t  IS  subiecf seeing  the  distraction  it  creates,  and  the  dreadful  consequences 

mvolies.  It  would  leave  It  to  those  whom  it  most  concern^  and  who 
aloe  are  competent  to  act  upon  it.  It  would  trust  to  time,  and  the  gradual 
ope  tfon  Tca^uses  which  m^  arise  of  themselves,  but  ^v^-^-n  "either 
be  produced,  nor  hastened  by  foreign,  interference,  or  the  power  ot  this 
(  overameii  Why  then,  your  committee  earnestly  repeat  why  urge  a 
measure  which  Is  cLrly  impraehcable  in  itself,  which  none  but  the  slave- 

oTdi  wsTates  have  a  right  to  act  on,  and  which  has  increased,  and  will 
alwa^^^incfease,  the  har^dships  and  restraints  of  those  for  whose  imaginary 
benefit  thev  are  waging  this  cruel  and  fanatical  crusade  .'^ 

We  haJI  said  thS  the  scheme  of  general  emancipation  ^--Practicab 
The  slightest  reflection  must  satisfy  every  candid  mmd  of  the  truth  ol  this 

"*'' Adrnkuncr  that  the  Federal  Government  had  a  right  to  act  upon  this  mat- 
te AvS?  clearly  has  not,  It  certainly  never  could  achieve  such  an  ope- 
iti^i  without  full'con.pens'ation  to  the  owners,  /nd  what  ..i^d  pn.ba^^^ 
blv  be  the  amount  required?  The  aggregate  value  of  all  that  species  0 
propcTtv^s  not  less  probably  than  four  hundred  millions  of  do  lars  .  And 
how  could  such  an  amount  be  raised?  Will  the  people  of  this  countiy 
ever  consent  to  the  imposition  of  oppressive  taxes,  that  the  proceeds  may 
Tappl  d  to  he  purchase  of  slaves?  The  idea  is  preposterous  ;  and  not 
tilv  fhat  but  It  IS  susceptible  of  demonstration,  that  even  it  an  annual  ap- 
i  Sn  o  ten  millions  were  actually  applied  to  the  purchase  and  trar. 
S-tion  of  slaves,  the  whole  number  would  not  be  sensibly  d.min  shed  at 
Teexm^Xn^^^^^^^  "^^"^^-^^  ^'""'"'^  and  mu liphca- 

?i^n  of  lie  rice  Burthen  the  Treasury  as  we  might,  it  woud  still  be  an 
ei^  el  expeS  and  an  intermmable  work.  And  this  view  of  the  subject, 
smdv  IS  sufficient  of  itself  to  prove,  that  of  all  the  schemes  ever  projected 
^tLS^X^e  idea  of  universal'emancipation  is  the  most  visionary  and 

"Tmt;:S'if  the  scheme  were  practicable,  what  would  be  gained  by 
effec  UffTt  Suppose  that  Congress  could  emancipate  all  the  s  a^'es  in  he 
eriecung  ,,  V^lnlt  .Ipsirable'?  This  question  is  addressed  to  the  sober 
^ror.h:%Tof  ATrt'    Wo.ld'  it  be  pol"-  or  advantageous/ 
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Would  it  contribute  to  the  wealth,  or  grandeur,  or  happiness  of  our  country? 
On  the  contrary,  would  it  not  produce  consequences  directly  the  reverse?  Are 
not  the  slaves  unfit  for  freedom ;  notoriously  ignorant,  servile,  and  depraved? 
and  would  any  rational  man  have  them  instantaneous!  y  transformed  into 
freemen,  with  all  the  rights  and .  privileges  of  American  citizens?  Are 
they  capable  of  understanding  correctly  the  nature  of  our  Government, 
or  exercising  judiciously  a  single  political  right  or  privilege  ?  Nay,  would 
they  even  be  capable  of  earning  their  own  livelihood^  or  rearing  their 
families  independently  by  their  own  ingenuity  and  industry !  What  then 
would  follow  from  then-  liberation,  but  the  most  deplorable  state  of  societjr, 
with  which  any  civilized  country  was  ever  cursed  ?  How  would  vice  and 
immorality,  and  licentiousness,  overrun  the  land?  How  many  jails  and 
penitentiaries,  that  now  seldom  hold  a  prisoner,  would  be  crowded  to  sutlb- 
cation  ?  How  many  fertile  /ields,that  now  yield  regular  and  abundant 
harvests,  would  lie  unoccupied  and  desolate?  How  would  the  foreio-n 
commerce  of  the  south  dechne  and  disappear  ?  How  many  thousands  of 
seamen,  of  whom  southern  agriculture  is  the  very  life,  would  be  driven 
for  support  to  foreign  countries  !  And  how  large  a  portion  of  the  federal 
revenue,  derived  from  foreign  commodities  exchanged  for  southern  pro- 
ducts, would  be  lost  forever  to  this  Government !  And,  in  addition  to  all 
this,  what  would  be  the  condition  of  southern  society  were  all  the  slaves  eman- 
cipated ?  Would  the  whites  consent  that  the  blacks  should  be  plnced  upon 
a  full  looting  of  equality  with  them  ?  Unquestionably  not  !  Either  the 
one  class  or  the  other  would  be  forced  to  emigrate,  and.  in  either  case,  the 
whole  rei^ion  of  the  soutli  v/ould  be  a  scene  "of  poverty  and  ruin.  Or. 
what  is  still  more  probable,  the  blacks  would  every  where  be  driven  before 
the  whites,  as  the  Indians  have  been,  until  they  were  exterminated  from 
the  earth.  And  surely  it  is  unnecessary  to  remark,  that  decay  and  deso- 
lation could  not  break  down  the  south,  without  producing  a  corresponding 
depression  upon  the  wealth  and  enterprise  of  the  northern  States.  And 
here  let  us  ask.  too,  what  would  be  tlie  condition  of  the  non-slaveholding 
States  themselves,  as  regards  the  blacks  ?  Are  they  prepared  to  receive 
myriads  of  negroes,  and  place  them  upon  an  equality  with  the  free  white 
laborers  and  mechanics,  who  constitute  their  pride  and  strength  ?  Will  the 
new  States  consent,  that  their  territory  shall  be  occupied  by  negroes,  in- 
stead of  the  enterprising,  intelligent,  and  patriotic  white  population,  which 
is  daily  seeking  their  borders  from  other  portions  of  the  Union  ?  Shall  the 
yeomanry  of  those  States  be  surrounded  by  tliousands  of  such  beings,  and 
the  white  laborer  forced  into  com|)etition  and  association  v/ith  them  ?  Are 
they  to  enjoy  the  same  civil  and  political  privileges  as  the  free  white  citi- 
zens of  the  north  and  west,  and  to  be  admitted  into  the  social  circle  as 
their  friends  and  companions?  Nothing  less  than  all  this  v/ill  constitute 
perfect  freedom,  and  the  principles  now  maintained  by  those  who  advocate 
emancipation  v.^ould,  if  carried  out,  necessarily  produce  this  state  of  things  ! 
Yet,  who  believes  that  it  would  be  tolerated  for  a  moment?  Already  have 
laws  beau  passed  in  several  of  the  non-slaveholding  States  to  exclude  free 
blacks  from  a  settlement  within  their  limits ;  and  a  prospect  of  general  and 
immediate  abolition  would  compel  them,  in  self-defence,  to  resort  to  a  sys- 
tem of  measures  much  more  rigorous  and  effective  than  any  which  have 
yet  been  adopted.  Driven  from  the  south,  then,  the  blacks  would  find  no 
place  of  refuge  in  the  north  ;  and,  as  before  remarked,  utter  extermination 
would  be  the  probable,  if  not  the  inevitable,  fate  of  the  whole  race.  Where 
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is  the  citizen  then,  that  can  desire  such  results  ?  Where  the  American 
who  can  contemplate  them  without  emotion  ?  Where  the  abolitionist  that 
will  not  pause,  in  view  of  the  direful  consequences  of  his  scheme,  both  to 
the  whites  and  the  blacks,  to  the  north  and  the  south,  and  to  the  whole 
Union  at  large  1 

Your  conjmittee  deem  it  their  duty  to  say  that,  in  their  opinion,  the  peo- 
ple of  the  South  have  been  very  unjustly  censured  in  reference  to 
slavery.  It  is  not  their  purpose,  however,  to  defend  them.  Their 
character,  as  men  and  citizens,  needs  no  vindication  from  us.  Wher- 
ever it  is  known  it  speaks  for  itself,  nor  would  any  wantonly  traduce 
it,  but  those  assassins  of  reputation,  who  are  also  willing  to  be  the  de- 
stroyers of  life.  Exaggerated  pictures  have  been  drawn  of  the  hardships 
of  the  slave,  and  every  efibrt  made  to  innlign  the  south,  and  to  enlist 
against  it  both  the  religious  and  political  feeling  of  the  north.  Your  com- 
mittee cannot  too  strongly  express  their  unanimous  and  unqualified  disap- 
probation of  all  such  movements.  The  constitution,  under  wliich  we  live, 
was  framed  by  our  common  ancestors,  to  preserve  the  liberty  and  inde- 
pendence achieved  by  their  united  efforts  in  the  council  and  the  field.  In 
all  our  contests  witli  foreign  enemies,  the  sonth  has  exhibited  an  unwaver- 
ing attachment  to  Ihe  common  cause.  Where  is  the  spot  of  which  Ameri- 
cans are  prouder  than  the  plains  of  Yorktown  ?  Or,  when  was  Britain 
more  humbled,  or  America  more  honored,  than  by  the  victory  of  New 
Orleans/  All  our  history,  from  the  revolution  down,  attests  the  high,  and 
uniform,  and  devoted,  patriotism  of  the  south.  Her  domestic  institutions 
are  her  own.  They  were  brought  into  the  Union  with  lier,  and  secured  by 
the  compact  which  makes  us  one  people;  and  he  who  would  sowdissensions 
among  members  of  the  same  great  political  family,  by  assailing  the  insti- 
tutions, and  impugning  the  ch.'iracter  of  the  citizens  of  the  south,  should 
be  regarded  as  an  enemy  to  the  peace  and  prosperity  of  our  common 
country. 

If  there  is  a  feature  by  which  the  present  age  may  be  said  to  be 
characterized,  it  is  that  sickly  sentimentality  wliich,  disregarding  the 
pressing  claims  and  wants  of  its  own  immediate  neighborhood,  or  town, 
or  State,  wastes  and  dissipates  itself  in  visionary,  and  often  very 
mischievous,  enterprises,  for  the  imaginary  benefit  of  remote  communities. 
True  philanthropy,  rightly  iniderstood,  and  properly  applied,  is  one  of  the 
purest  and  most  ennobling  principles  of  our  nature ;  but,  misdirected  or 
perverted,  it  degenerates  into  tliat  fell  spirit  ef  fanaticism  which  disregards 
all  ties,  and  tram])les  on  all  obstacles,  hov/ever  sacred  or  venerable,  in  the 
relentless  prosecution  of  its  horrid  purposes.  Experience  proves,  however, 
that,  when  individuals  in  one  place,  mistaking  tiie  true  character  of  benevo- 
lence, rashly  undertake,  at  the  imminent  hazard  of  conflict  and  convulsion, 
to  remedy  what  they  are  pleased  to  consider  evils  and  distres.ses  in  another, 
it  is  naturally  regarded  by  those  v/ho  are  thus  injured,  either  as  a  species 
of  madness  which  may  be  repelled  or  resisted,  as  any  other  madness  may, 
or  as  manifesting  a  feeling- of  hostility  on  the  one  side,  v%d)icli  must  neces- 
sarily produce  corresponding  alienation  on  the  ether.  It  is  all  important, 
therefore,  that  the  spirit  of  abolition,  or,  in  other  words,  of  illegal  and  offi- 
cious interference  with  the  domestic  institutions  of  the  south,  should  be 
arrested  and  put  down  ;  and  men  of  intelligence  and  influence  at  the  north 
should  endeavor  to  produce  that  sound  and  rational  state  of  public  opinion, 
which  is  equally  due  to  the  south  and  to  the  preservation  of  the  Union. 
And  this  brings  your  committee  to  the  last  position  they  have  been  in- 
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structcd  to  sustain  ;  and  that  is,  that,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  Congress 
ought  not  to  interfere,  in  any  way,  with  slavery  in  the  District  ot  Cokimhia. 
3dly.  Because  it  would  be  dangerous  to  the  Union. 
The  first  great  object  enumerated  in  the  constitution,  as  an  inducement 
to  its  adoption,  was  to  "form  a  more  perfect  union."    At  that  time,  all  the 
States  held  slaves,  to  a  greater  or  less  extent ;  and  slavery  in  the  States 
was  fully  recognised  and' provided  for,  in  many  particulars,  in  that  instru- 
ment itself    It  was  recognised,  however,  and  all  the  provisions  upon  the  sub- 
ject so  regarded  it,  as  a  State,  and  not  a  national  institution.     At  that  time, 
too,  as  has  been  before  remarked,  the  District  of  Columbia  constituted  an 
nitegral  part  of  two  of  the  independent  States  which  became  parties  to  the 
Confederacy  and  to  the  constitution  itself    Since  that  time  an  entire  eman- 
cipation of  slaves  has  taken  place  in  several  of  the  old  States ;  but  in  all 
cases  this  has  been  the  work  of  the  States  themselves,  without  any  inter- 
ference whatever  by  the  Federal  Government.     New  States  have  also  been 
admitted  into  the  Union,  with  an  interdiction  hi  their  constitutions  against 
involuntary  servitude.     In  this  way,  the  slave  Slates  have  become  a  mi- 
nority in  representation  in  the  Federal  Legislature.     Their  interests,  how- 
ever, as  States,  in  the  institution  of  domestic  slavery,  as  it  exists  within 
their  limits,  have  not  diminished,  nor  has  their  right  to  perfect  security  un- 
der the  constitution,  in  reference  to  this  description  of  property,  been  in  any 
way,  or  to  any  degree,  surrendered  or  impaired,  since  the  adoption  of  that 
instrument  by  themselves  and  their  sister  States. 

The  operation  of  causes,  to  a  great  extent  natural,  and  {)roceeding  front 
climate,  soil,  and  consequent  production,  has  rendered  slavery  a  local  and 
sectional  institution,  and  has  thus  added  another  to  the  most  alarming-  ap- 
prehensions of  patriots  for  the  perjjetuity  of  this  Union— the  appreheiLsion 
of  local  and  geographical  interests  and  distinctions.  How  immensely  im 
portant  is  it  then,  that  Congress  should  do  no  act,  and  assume  no  jurisdic- 
tion, ni  reference  to  this  great  interest,  by  which  it  shall  ever  appear  to  place 
itself  in  the  attitude  of  a  local,  instead' of  a  national  tribunal— a  partial 
?.gent,  providing  for  peculiar  ayd  sectional  objects  and  feelings,  instead  of 
a  general  and  paternal  legislature,  equally  and  impartially  promoting  the 
general  welfare  of  all  the  States.  No  one  can  fail  to  see,'  that  any  other 
course  on  the  part  of  (Jongress,  must  weaken  the  confidence  of  the  injured 
States  m  the  federal  authority,  and,  to  the  same  extent,  prove  •'  dano-erous 
to  the  Union."  ^  ^ 

Since  the  adoption  of  the  Federal  Constitution,  the  District  of  Columbia 
has  been  ceded  to  the  United  States  as  a  seat  of  tlie  Federal  Government ; 
but  not  only  many  eminent  statesmen  of  the  country,  but  all  of  the  slave- 
holding  States,  speaking  through  tlieir  legislative  assemblies,  firmly  believe 
and  insist  that  the  cession  so  made  has  conferred  upon  Congress  n'o  consti 
tutional  power  to  abolish  slavery  within  the  ceded  territory.  Your  com- 
mittee have  abstained  from  an  examination  of  this  question,  because  they 
were  not  instructed  to  discuss  it.  But  they  have  no  hesitation  to  say,  that, 
in  the  view  they  have  taken  of  the  v/hole  (question,  the  oblio:ations  of  Con- 
gress not  to  act  on  this  subject  are  as  fully  binding  and  insuperable  as  a 
positive  constitutional  interdict,  or  an  open  acknowledgment  of  want  of 
power. 

Considering  the  subject  in  this  light,  your  committee  have  already 
proved,  that  any  interference  by  Cons^ress  with  the  subject  of  slavery,  would 
be  evidently  calculated  to  injure  the  interests  and  disturb  the  peace  of  the 
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slaveholdiiig-  States  ;  and  if  they  have  succeeded  in  establishing  this  position, 
no  argument  is  necessfjiry  to  show,  that  such  consequences,  springing  from 
the  action  of  Congress,  as  the  local  legislature  of  the  District,  would  eminently 
endanger  the  existence  of  this  Union.  It  has  also  been  shown,  that  Congress, 
as  the  legislature  of  the  Union,  can  have  no  constitutional  power  over  this 
subject;  and  that  its  powers,  as  a  local  legislature  of  the  District,  were  granted 
for  the  mere  purpose  of  rendering  its  general  powers  perfect  and  free  from 
conflict  and  collision  with  State  authorities.  It  has  also  been  shown  that 
these  local  powers  should  be  so  exercised  as  to  confer  the  greatest  beneiits 
upon  the  citizens  residing  within  the  District,  with  the  least  possible  injury 
to  the  peculiar  interests  of  any  State,  or  the  general  interests  of  all  the 
States.  Your  committee  have  also  shown,  as  they  think  successfully,  that 
the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia  would  be  a  deep  injury 
to  the  citizens  of  the  District,  and,  therefore,  a  violation  of  the  trust  reposed 
in  Congress  as  the  local  legislature  of  the  District :  and,  also,  that  it  would 
inflict  an  incurable  injury  upon  all  the  slaveholding  States,  and  would,  there- 
fore, be  an  equal  violation  of  the  trust  reposed  in  that  body  as  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  Union.  If,  then,  they  have  established  these  positions,  as  they 
think  they  have,  can  any  one  doubt  that  the  action  contemplated  would  be 
"  dangerous  to  the  Union  ?"  being  directly  calculated,  as  it  would  be,  to 
weaken  the  confidence  of  tli,e  District  in  Congress  as  a  safe  and.  faithful 
local  legislature,  and  the  confidence  of  the  slaveholding  States  as  an  im- 
partial guardian  of  their  interests. 

Important  as  the  Union  is  to  each  State,  and  to  the  whole  American  peo- 
ple, ev^ery  one  will  admit  that,  as  far  as  possible,  strict  impartiality  and  kind 
.leeliugs  to  all  the  interests  and  all  the  sections  of  the  country  should  cha- 
racterize the  action  of  the  Federal  Government.  The  Union  was  formed 
for  the  common  and  equal  benefit  of  all  the  States,  and  for  the  perfect  and 
equal  protection  of  the  rights  and  interests  of  all  the  citizens  of  all  the 
States.  Its  only  strength  is  in  the  confidence  of  the  States,  and  of  the  peo- 
ple, that  these  great  benefits  will  continue  to  be  secured  to  them,  and  tliat 
these  great  purposes  will  be  accomplished  by  its  preservation.  Any  action, 
therefore,  on  the  part  of  Congress,  which  shall  weaken  or  destroy  that  con- 
fidence in  any  portion  of  our  citizens,  or  in  any  State  of  the  Union,  must 
inevitably,  to  that  extent,  endanger  the  Union  itself!  Who  can  doubt  this 
reasoning'.'  Who  does  not  know  that  the  agitation  of  any  question  con- 
nected'with  domestic  slavery,  as  it  exists  in  this  country,  among  any  por- 
tion of  our  citizens,  creates  apprehension  and  excitement  in  the  slavehold- 
ing States  ?  Who  does  not  know  that  the  agitation  of  any  such  question 
in  either  branch  of  Congress,  shakes  their  confidence  in  the  security  oi 
their  most  important  interests,  and,  consequently,  in  the  continuance  to 
them  of  those  great  benefits,  to  secure  which  they  became  parties  to  the 
Union '?  Who  then  does  not  believe  that  any  action  by  Congress,  having 
for  its  object  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  any  portion  of  the  Union,  however 
narrow  or  limited  it  may  be,  would  necessarily  impair  the  confidence  of 
the  slaveholding  States  in  their  security  in  relation  to  this  description  of 
property,  put  an  end  to  all  their  hope  of  benefits  to  be  derived  to  them  from 
the  further  continuance  of  the  Union,  and  alienate  their  aftections  from  it  ?- 
Were  Congress,  in  a  single  instance,  to  suffer  itself  to  be  impelled  by  mere 
feeling  in  one  portion  of  the  Union,  to  attempt  a  gratification  of  that  feeling 
at  the  sacrifice  of  the  dearest  interests  and  most  sacred  rights  of  another 
portion,  who  can  doubt  that  the  Union  would  be  seriously  endangered,  if  not 
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destroyed !  But  this  conclusion  does  not  depend  upon  reasoning  alone. 
The  evidences  of  pubHc  sentiment  on  this  point  are  equally  abundant 
and  decisive.  Your  committee  having  already  extended  their  report  be- 
yond the  limits  to  which  they  could  have  wished  to  confine  it,  will  enter 
into  no  details  upon  this  portion  of  their  duty.  Suffice  it  to  say  that  the 
Legislatures  of  several,  if  not  of  all,  the  slaveholding  States,  have  solemnly 
resolved  that  "  Congress  has  no  constitutional  authority  to  abolish  slavery 
in  the  District  of  Columbia."  It  would  be  utterly  impossible,  therefore, 
that  any  such  attempt  should  be  made  by  Congress  without  producing  an 
excitement,  and  involving  consequences,  which  no  patriot  can  contemplate 
without  the  most  painful  emotions.  It  would  be  regarded  by  the  slave- 
holding  States  as  an  entering  wedge  to  a  scheme  of  general  emancipation, 
and,  therefore,  tend  to  produce  the  same  results,  in  relation  to  the  Federal 
Government  and  the  Union,  that  would  be  produced  by  the  adoption  of  any 
measure  directly  affecting  the  domestic  institutions  of  the  States  themselves. 
Your  committee  will  not  dwell  upon  the  picture  that  is  thus  presented  to 
their  minds.  The  reflection  it  excites  is  one  of  unniingied  bitterness  and 
horror.  It  is  one,  they  trust,  which  is  never  to  be  realized.  Looking  upon 
their  beloved  country,  as  it  now  stands,  the  envy  and  admiration  of  the 
world  ;  contemplating,  as  they  do,  that  unrivalled  constitution,  by  which  a 
beauteous  family  of  confederated  States,  each  independent  in  its  own  sepa- 
rate sphere,  revolve  around  a  Federal  head  with  all  the  harmony  and  regu- 
larity of  the  planetary  system;  and  knowing,  as  they  do,  that  under  the  benefi- 
cent influence  of  our  free  institutions,  the  people  of  this  country  enjoy  a 
degree  of  liberty,  prosperity,  and  happiness,  not  only  unpossessed,  but 
scarcely  imaginevl,  by  any  other  upon  earth ;  they  cannot  and  will  not 
advert  to  the  horrors,  or  depict  the  consequences  of  that  most  awful  day, 
when  the  sun  of  American  freedom  shall  go  down  in  blood,  and  nothing 
remain  of  this  glorious  Republic  but  the  bleeding,  scattered,  and  dishonored 
fragments.  It  would  indeed  be  the  extinction  of  the  world's  last  hope,  and 
the  jubilee  of  tyranny  over  all  the  earth  ! 

But  your  connnittee  feel,  that  with  these  painful  impressions  on  then 
minds,  they  would  but  imperfectly  discharge  their  duty  if  they  did  not 
make  an  earnest  appeal  to  the  patriotism  of  the  American  People  to  sustain 
tlie  resolution  adopted  by  the  House.  And  they  would  also  appeal  to  the 
good  sense  and  good  feelings  of  that  portion  of  the  abolitionists,  who,  act- 
ing under  a  mistaken  sense  of  moral  and  religious  duty,  have  embarked 
in  this  crusade  against  the  South,  solemnly  invoking  them  in  the  name  of 
our  common  country,  to  abstain  from  a  system  of  agitation  which 
has  not  only  failed,  and  will  always  fail,  to  attain  its  objects,  but  has  even 
brought  the  Union  itself  into  a  state  of  imminent  and  fearful  peril.  It  is 
confidently  believed  that  this  appeal  will  not  be  made  in  vain,  and  that 
hereafter  all  who  truly  love  their  country  will  manifest  their  patriotism  by 
avoiding  this  unhappy  cause  of  discord  and  disunion  ;  and  that  they  will 
make  no  further  exertions  upon  a  subject,  from  the  continued  agitation  of 
which  nothing  but  augmented  evils  can  result. 

Your  committee  conclude  by  reporting  the  following  resolutions,  con- 
formably to  the  instructions  given  them  by  the  House : 

Resdved,  That  Congress  possesses  no  constitutional  authority  to  inter- 
fere in  any  way  widi  the  institution  of  slavery  in  any  of  the  States  of  thl*< 
Confederacy. 

Resolved,  That  Congress  ought  not  to  interfere  in  any  way  with  slavery 
in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
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And  whereas  it  is  extremely  important  and  desirable,  tliat  the  agitation 
of  this  subject  should  be  finally  arrested,  for  the  purpose  of  restoring  tran- 
quillity to  the  public  mind,  your  committee  respectfully  recommend  the 
adoption  of  the  following  additional  resolution,  \nz  : 

Resolved,  That  all  petitions,  memorials,  resolutions,  propositions,  or  pa- 
pers, relating  in  any  way,  or  to  any  j^xtent  whatever,  to  the  subject  of 
slavery,  or  the  abolition  of  slavery,  shall,  without  being  either  printed  or 
referred,  be  laid  upon  the  table,  and  that  no  turther  action  whatever  shall 
be  had  thereon. 


